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PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (ii) 


WTHTTr^TT %T fe»F l d ) f ( TffT ) gHT ^ fariT ritr TTTfrif^ 3?hfor sftT 3Tfa^mt 

Statutory Orders and Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(Other than the Ministry of Defence) 


(firfb wnffinTnT) 

20 s&gK, 2010 

^T.31T. 3043.—^#7 7TFFIT, ^ 7#?n, 1973 

( 1974 2) ^ 24 ^ TTORT (1) 5TO3FCtTTTfariff 

^3f^77t ^9ft Wfr? T^l 

mt wrBf m^fcf 

'jpfim, Ite sfa ar^r 
wfoifW t) w<?n ^ ^ ^ fm, cfa M ^ 

3Rffa ^w., ^ *f‘ ^Cf7 i\, ^ 

^ <£ 3t#T TFtf f 0[ 3T71 #4T %^ar wt t % 

Rl i ^Hl, ARRH TT'l --V'TT’ffer 

ril arofOT, atffiwi anpft ^ ar^fa t£ 

*IK<T m TOTH ^ f*7t$ fiWFT RI ^ f^5T 

fafe %rft aqm^w 3 3 

anrcfsflcT ^ ^ i 

im U 23(2)/2010-^nfe] 
•smTfr ^tjk, mt Ms 


MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE 
(Department of Legal Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 20th October, 2010 

S.0.3043. —In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 24 of Codeof Criminal Procedure, 
1973 (2 of 1974), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri Francis E. Saldanha, Ms. Yasmin N. Katpitia and Ms. 
Rati B. Amrolia, Advocates as Additional Public 
Prosecutors, for the purpose of conducting all criminal 
cases (including criminal appeals, criminal applications, 
criminal references, criminal revisions, writ petitions and 
other proceedings) before the Bombay High Court for a 
period of three years or untill further orders, whichever is 
earlier, subject to the condition that Shri Francis E. 
Saldanha, Ms. Yasmin N. Katpitia and Ms. Rati B. Amrolia, 
Advocates shall not appear against the Union of India or 
any Department or Office of the Central Government in any 
criminal case referred to above before the Bombay High 
Court during the period of their appointment as Additional 
Public Prosecutors. 

[ F.No.23(2) /2010-Judl.] 
ASHOK KUMAR, Addl. Legal Adviser 


4649 GI/2010 


(8773) 


8774 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA:DECEMBER 18, 20!<yAGRAHAYANA 27,1932 


[Part D—Sbc. 3(ii)] 


(wfbmmi firm) 
(ftftwmvwn) 

7$ ft*#, 25 TTOTX, 2010 

TO.TO. 3044.—TOlfa UfiPjfr fafTTO 7^ ( TOTOT 

T# TO#f77t#CT7TtfTOnfrT#?7) frlTH I TTrft , 1992 
7fe7 7I #te 3fr ft frwg M)4 aifafrm, 1992 (1992 
4* 15)#^4^^-inTr(!)^3r^?Tf^xmTI% 
77# ^5 M ##.#, TOR*?, 7l#talTyinRfrl7> 

Tf#T (n*^ : 82), ^ ^NlfrppT VRT7 

(7#7), MWg 3 WR xr) 31-12-2010 a#7 7^7ft3mfa 

£ fan ztm aror# to*# tt?, # # ti, t* w-m 
# m oo # to tnsfa 77 ^ 

a ft i TO fgi Tr ^ tot 3 frr^ro tot! i 1 

[771 # 2/08/2010-TO#] 
ftrro, 77-#T7 
MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Capita) Market Division) 

New Delhi, the 25th November, 2010 

S.O. 3044.—In exercise of powers conferred by 
Sab-section (1) of Section 4 of the Securities and Exchange 
Board of India, 1992 (15 of 1992), read with Securities and 
Exchange Board of India (Terms and Conditions of service 
of Chairman and Members) Rules, 1992, the Central 
Government herebyby appoints Shri V. K. Jairath, IAS 
(MH : 82) voluntarily retired former Principal Secretary 
(Industry), Govt of Maharashtra as a part-time Member, 
Securities and Exchange Board of India under clause (d) of 
that sub-section for a period of three years with effect from 
31-12-2010 or until further orders, whichever is earlier. 

[F. No. 2/08/2010-RE] 
A.K.SINHA Dy. Secy. 

(TPflp* frotm) 

7$ fTO#, 7 fTORTO 2010 

TO.3TT. 3045.—TO jIHTOO <£tclRRd^KK! 
TO TOW t far 7fr$ TO7TK 5RT « 

1962 (tto ftrore ft) ^ Pm sn afe 5 ^ ^ 
w* Tfe* mm ssfafrwra, 1961 (tto sTfttfwr) 7»t m 
357 $’Vtm (i) x# Tfe (h) # Wfartti fa#T7 1 -*4-2006 

$ (to fasMxnf 2007 - 2008 ) # to* to#7 im t # 377 ^ 

tofr# TOfriTi 

TOT 3 TOftfaB TO l fa flfa? 7 B* * TOTOTT' 


(i) Sf-JijH# TO 7* TO 7T% TO 777# 

7> fem, faro ^ 119 / 11 ; 

(ii) #W7 TO#RTO7 TOWTTOWT TO# RTOifay 

TO# # TOTO7 # *j Tl frT7> TT#!; 

(iii) TOfilfTO #T37 -3^m # %rr ^ ?RT 

TUTO Tlftt # #J fr 3TTOT TOT TOt TribTT fafTO? 
3T3XTO 77# # f#9, TT^RT #71 Vttii 7$ t, TO 
3T^mTO«TKT 288^t^T-TOT(2) #mt7777T 
*f tott Tfrrofrro fa?# itemi # tot-to) t* 

7RTRRT 3?fr TO 3TfafrTTO 77t TOT 139 

7* 79-TOf (l) # sppht 3 tft to^ 

xi»t f*PRt tto ^snroxSnr 
t^f if 

Toft atraro mm ^ 

(iv) srgxifcff #ib^ argnuH ^ fro* to 

TO Tl^fr Tlfrj TO 3TTOT f^TO°T T^TT 3% 

^T? ^ TTW Trftm; ERT ftfVTO 

TOlfro ^ xrfh TR^T I 

2. ^ mTOX TO ^ ^ 31 

#177 t- 

(71) 1 # TR-^TITO (in) TOf 

TFf Tt^TT; 3TOTT 

(xs) l $ (iii) $ 

^73T #t^T TORT; 3TTO 

(7) 1 7* Tq-^XITO (iv) $ 7farlftSM %rf77T 

^ mikI 7H R7 TO fTORR 

TRXpT Tttf 71#T; TOTOT 

(X?) am 3?3#TR TTFf 7R7T TO TO ^TT 3TTOT ^ 
3T3#TO TO*f TOT TOTOT Tff TOTT TORTT; TOT7T 

(^■) 777 7i PiMH 57 5^ aft TO*T RfeR 7TO 

^0#m7ftTOT35 7>t77-TOl(l) ^Tg^(ii) 7131TTORT 
# ^TJTOT TOf TOR TO TOTTO WT TFf TitTT I 

[ 3TfrRjTTO # 89/2010/TO.XT. 203/77/2008 - ( TO.77.frT. - 0) ] 

TOTO RtTOT, fr^TTTT (TO.77.frT. -II) 

( Department of Revenue) 

(Central Board of Direct Taxes) 

New Delhi, the 7th December, 2010 

S.O. 3045.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organization Arogyaseva Medical 
Academy of India, Pune has bear approved by the Central 
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Government for the purpose of clause (ii) of subsection(l)of 
Section 3 5 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (saidAct), read with 
Rules 5C and 5E of the Income-tax Rules, 1962 (said Rules), 
with effect from 1-4-2006 (Assessment Year 2007-08) 
onwards in the category of ‘other Institution’, partly 
engaged in research activities subject to the following 
conditions, namely 

(i) The sums paid to the approved organization shall 
be utilized for scientific research; 

(ii) The approved organization shall cany out scientific 
research through its faculty members or its enrolled 
students; 

(in) The approv ed organization shall maintain separate 
books of accounts in respect of the sums received 
by it for scientific research, reflect therein the 
amounts used for carrying out research, get such 
books audited by an accountant as defined in the 
explanation to sub-section (2) of Section 288 of the 
said Act and furnish the report of such audit duly 
signed and verified by such accountant to the 
Commissioner of Income-tax or the Director of 
Income-tax having jurisdiction over the case, by 
the due date of furnishing the return of income 
under sub-section (1) of Section 139 of the said 
Act; 

(iv) The approved organization shall maintain a 
separate statement of donations received and 
amounts applied for scientific research and a copy 
of such statement duly certified by the auditor shall 
accompany the report of audit referred to 
above. 

2. The Central Government shall withdraw the 
approval if the approved organizaiton:- 

(a) fails to maintain separate books of accounts referred 
to in sub-paragraph (iii) of paragraph 1; or 

(b) fails to furnish its audit report referred to in sub- 
paragraph (iii) of paragraph 1: or 

(c) fails to furnish its statement cf the donations 
received and sums applied for scientific research 
referred to in sub-paragraph (iv) of paragraph 1: or 

(d) ceases to carry on its research activities or its 
research activities are not found to be genuine; or 

(e) ceases to conform to and comply with the 
provisions of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
Section 35 ofthe saidAct read with rules SCandSE 
of the said Rules. 

[NotificationNo. 89/2010/F. No. 203/77/2008(ITA-H)] 
AJAYGOYAL, Director (ITA-II) 


4$teft, 14 2010 

44.30, 3046,—(3RF4 Rti 1W»1 U I 
^ft*f, 1970/1980 ^51*5 9 54 0T»5 (l) (2)^ 

ffl*? sOso (sMAShT 471 3RR4T) 

3lfaf444, 1970/1980 4ft 010 9 4>t 54410 ( 3 ) ^ (4) 

5RT 445 TTfetfrif 45 31%! 47^ft £4, 

11TOR1, 4pH4IH 

(4RT ftfa • 05-05-1961), 315*147, ^40 4ft 
4ft fttfa ^ 44f 47t Srttfri ^ 3T44T 4&50 ^ 

StfWlft 4i ^4 "ft dot tlHlPn 7T47 30T4T 

3TT^nf 447, ift rfi 04^ 4f^ ft, ^T47 4i 45fT *4 

3rf444Tt 1 h^M> 4» 3F4 ^ $ 1 

[44. U 9/58/2009-4t3tt-I] 
^PHdl '5T4IT, 

( Department of Financial Services) 

New Delhi, the 14th December, 2010 

S.O. 3046. —In exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (f) of sub-section (3) of Section 9of die Banking 
Companies (Acquisition & Transfer of Undertakings) Act, 
1970/1980 read with sub-clause (1) & (2) of clause 9of The 
Nationalised Banks (Management & Miscellaneous 
Provisions) Scheme, 1970/1980, the Central Government, 
after consultation with the Researve Bank of India, hereby 
nominates Shri G V. Manimaran (DoB: 05-05-1961), Manager 
CanaraBank, as Officer Employee Director on the Board of 
Directors of Canara Bank for a period of three years from 
the date of notification or until he ceases to be an officer of 
the Canara Bank or until further orders, whichever is the 
earliest, 

[F. No. 9/58/2009-BO. I] 
SUMITA DAWRA, Director 
5$ftf?ft, 16 2010 

44. 34. 3047.— W ild 44H (3Hf^4 aaftrtftftiof 
4ft ^tScft) atfhftOO, 1971 (1971 44 40) 4ft WO 3 CO 
3140 fiPritdr 44 3Pft4 4»rft 4TW 0<44l, fitO ^IlfW, 

fatita iimi fam 4ft 19-02-2010 4ft 'tfm 65 

(2)/2007-*Nt-E 44 3 rfM 4 W I 44[ft vfafa 0TC5K, 
4i 4»|fW (2) ^ 5fa?lfaf 54 
4ft 4!Oft i 4ft OTC444 044ftW 

arftoiNf vft -m 4* 04455 oflwnd of ato: 544 arfhftm 

^ U*ftdH 4» ffrq W4I 3ftftf47) ffft I ^ 

3ft^44ft 544 CO 3145 flfhdMf 44 3pft4 4»tft 5*4 

540 3tfapT44 ^ 3ltih 540 OR"ft ^ 4404 ( 3 ) 3 5fcRftm 
01440 F4FTT 47 044 5 0*44T 3n544fT4f 44 014 04 45T4T 

4ft TJO I 
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sfrH 3{fV c hl(l E>T 

U 

3tffj4i|[<.cN Efi Rlnm 

1 

2 

3 


1 . WEE7 RFT9ERE7, 3fE7 EH 3T*IET 5RT 

W-II'E ^ ^E7, 3?«1ET ^REff 3?k ^ 

TO EHE^E, 10, EETeT 7RE 3 ET frRT 
'Clely.H TTRht, E^^ETM- RET STEf^TH T*IFT I 
700001 


[WT165 (2)/2007-*teft-II] 

3RR1#??? 

New Delhi, the 16th December, 2010 

S.0.3047.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
3 of Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorized Occupants) 
Act, 1971 (40 of 1971) and in supersession of the 
Notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Finaoce, Department of Financial Services, No. 65 (2)/2007* 
BO-II dated 19-02-2010, the Central Government hereby 
appoints the officers mentioned in column (2) of the Table 
below, being officers equivalent to the rank of a Gazetted 
Officer of Government to be Estate Officers for the purpose 
of the said Act, who shall exercise the powers conferred 
and perform the duties imposed on the Estate Officer by or 
under the said Act, in respect of the public premises 
specified in column (3) of the said table. 

TABLE 

SI. Designation of the Categories of Public 

No. officer Premises and Local Limits 

of Jurisdiction 


(1) g) _ 

1. Asstt. General 
Manager, 

General Adminis¬ 
tration, UCO Bank, 
Head Office, 

10, B.T. M. Sarani, 
Kolkata-700 001. 


(3) 

Premises belonging to or 
taken on lease by or on 
behalf of the UCO Bank 
and situated in the State 
of West Bengal. 


[F. No. 65(2)/2007-BO. II] 
SURINDER KAUR, Under Secy. 

19T5F5TC, 2010 

IT. 14/2010 

EE.3TT. 3048.—Sit RR TTCIRTta 

T3, ^?E7, 31l^ltriq Eft 


[Part II —Sec. 3(ii)] 

3TT^ RTO ERft HT, fivflE7 31 3TERSR, 2010 Eft 31W? 3 
¥IW<*ft4 ift\ ^ firfrT ^ I 

[EH. WIT II ( 03 )/08/2010/ i Zt-I ] 
RTF, 3TRJ3H 

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER, CUSTOMS, 
CENTRAL EXCISE AND SERVICE TAX 

Bhopal, the 19th November, 2010 
No. 14/2010 

S.O. 3048.—Shri K. M. Bharde, Administrative 
Officer, Group ‘B\ Customs & Central Excise, Bhopal having 
attained the age of superannuation, retired from 
Government service in the afternoon of 31 st October 2010. 

[C. No. II (3)/08/2010/Et-I] 
AKVIND SINGH, Commissioner 

vwm ^hwnn eerth 

(wrstr n* Effort m&m ffntm) 

^*8^2010 

E>T.3R. 3049.—RTRftE fzfam 
arfafftER, 1956 (1956 ^ 102 ) Eft m 11 Eft ^ert (2) 
sei vifwf ett #i Emt ft? fafWr 
TTTOi ER£, ^5RT 3?fEfHER e$ if ftufafGId 

3^7 -mfttR ERcft $ HIRE: 

^eh to 3^^ r* 'rptch wz fsfcm 3t^t’ 
EftcR?(2)33fo **r?e^t f q^ grf grererq , 1 ' zztw t 

[WE 

(3) 3] fHMfafiSfd Eft 3Tcrf^ fETET ^TIREF, HETcf: 

2 3 

hm aifqr ftfeftET TRT.El.Rt.RR. 

3?f97 

(F7f ftfsETer ett^e r^ - 

vn, zztm R 

3jf^lf^rcT f^=rtr T5fr ^ ^ 

ft' -3r3E! f^f^JTeTE, z£m 5RT 
ffl?E*R, 2010 ft El W* EK TRE 
Eft zi METcRT 3TftflT EFEHMET 
ivfi) i 

[Wn R.-120i2/85/2004~RE. i (ftMl)] 
3#KTT mi RfftE 

MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 
( Department of Health and Family Welfare) 

New Delhi, the 6th December, 2010 

S.O. 3049.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2) of the section 11 of the Indian Medical 
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Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the Central Government, 
after consulting the Medical Council of India, hereby makes 
the following further amendments in the First Schedule to 
the said Act, namely 

In the said First Schedule against “Utkal University, 
Bhubaneswar, Orissa” under the heading ‘Recognized 
Medical Qualification’ [in column (2)] and under the 
heading ‘Abbreviation for Registration’ [in column (3)], 
the following shall be inserted, namely _ 

2 3 

Bachelor of Medicine and MJ3.B.S. 

Bachelor of Surgery (This shall be a recognized 

medical qualification when 
granted by Utkal 
University, Bhubaneswar, 
Orissa on or after 
September 2010 in respect 
of students trained at Hi¬ 
Tech Medical College & 
Hospital, Bhubaneswar, 
Orissa) 

[F. No. U-12012/85/2004-ME (P-II)] 
ANITA TRIPATHI, Under Secy. 

qrrcftftT gnft ifaim 

13 2010 

w.art. 3050—(ftq ft- m&fa 
qftRft ft fcTb WWl) fWT, 1976 ft fWT 10 ft 
(4) ft ft'<FTqfaqf qrt fftrft 80 

ft r$-4) qq TtH trrtr qR i?, 


1. 

2 Tiraftrir qwb qrrqfcrq, ftteFFrar 

^TRIef'M '^^1 ft 

3. 7IRlft1q RRTW qqqfaq, RCTl qZ^T 

4. TTTRqftq fRlT4i wfaq, ftft 

^TRTc^f ft ftq^ 

5. <*Wil TWF^R ^iTWFT, qTZF 

6 . wrfttq trtw q>i qrrqfcTq, qrzqr 

jjql'Hl Z^q ft ftsTS 


[9tT, ft, ^-11016/1/2010-fNt] 
ft. TRT. rjqjT, 3tqT rtfftq 

MINISTRY OF CORPORATE AFFAIRS 

New Delhi, the 13th December, 2010 
S.0.3050.—In pursuance of Sub-Rule (4) of Rule 10 
of the Official Languages (Use for Official Purposes of the 
Union) Rules, 1976, the Central Government hereby notifies 
the following offices, as 80% of the staff where of have 
acquired working knowledge of Hindi 

1. Office of the Regional Director, Kolkata 

Eastern Region, 

2. Office of the Official Liquidator, Kolkata 

High Court at Calcutta, W.B., 


3. Office of the Official Liquidator, Patna 

Patna High Court, 

4. Office of the Official Liquidator, Ranchi 

Jharkhand High Court, 

5. Office of the Registrar of Companies, Cuttak 
Orissa, 

6. Office of the Official Liquidator, Cuttak 

Orissa High Court, 

[No. E-ll 016/1/2010-Hindi] 
J.S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

M 9 2010 

m.sn. 3051—ftqftq ^T 3 vR ft) q? qftq im t fft, 
T^ft ZqTO ft *[fft ft ftfaeTT 

qnft ft) ftqrqqr 

TO ft ^ra *[fft ft 3ttft qift ftq ft 
^ rift* #n , 

<nftt3 27 2010 qqffttfemqiWL WT3 

ft qqqfaq ft qr fttaetr f™, 1 , qnzfftcr ftzrt *$z, 

ft te re Tfn-700001 ft -4’ -qr 

fftfqfts (TrsnF^ ^t^tft), tfbm fte, f^rra^:-495006 

(Tsftftm) ft ft fftqi t; 

sm-., ara, ft^rir rrfr, ftq (arftq ftft 

fqqrrq) atfftftra, 1957 (1957 qq 20) (fftft wft ^rft 

m to Tifqqrif qn Ttribi ^ 

'ri qn ^ ^ 3f^ 3?mq ^ t; 

Stt ft' V[fft ft f??T«rc* ^ 

(i) ft'jft ^ffft ft "qt fqvftt RFl 3t#l RT T^ftt ^jfft 
ft qr q* ^ fq^f stfftqnft ^ qftr aqftq 

(ii) ^ft-qi3?t^ 

^ fq>^f qq ^TRi qR R^qi; qr 

(iii) 3735rfftrqf, q^zf ^ 

aftftbr ^ aftftqjrft ^ qfftqR 

qp<f qR Trftqi ftk zraRT aftftfqqq qfi qni 13 q>t 
zqqm ( 7 ) ft ^fft ^ qftft ft mm qr zm 
tafirsT qqft qqi zqft ^ qqr fqrftt 

3Rq gftqq 3ftftft73 rt miftrif qft fftftfq ft ftqfftq 
Rftf RHfftq ^ 3 ^ 3r^ TOrftq qfftrq qR 1 

^ arfq^qr ft TFJm ft wmq qft qftbi ft qs? fipr 
^ fttrR, RRRt^qr aftwft qr fqqrww (TTSRq), 

ferfft^, fttqq ft^, fqerra^-495006 
(sftrm) qrl ftftft 1 
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1 ^TTcF, &t, 

f^rTT—WpTT ( grfomq ) 

[ #n T^rfritqd/«ATtMhnr (ibr^)/'jfa/388, cfTffi3 27 *JcTTf, 2010J <£ %tt arf^f^T 


(m) TTjTF^ 'fffr : 


sm ri. Trm 

Tim 

cFTrifa 

f^TcTT 



1. airily 

44 

ydm$t 

wjsn 

75.000 

'TFT 

2 Wt 

20 

Tramgr 

wjfti 

40.000 

'TFT 


115.000 t&X (WW) ^TT 284.16 (vtWl) 








sfm TT. Tim 

Tim TT^Tf 

TtFrilel 

f^fcTT 


r\ 

Tzm t nt 

1 . 

44 

TldPJ^l 

wprr 


'TFT 

2 

20 

Tnrm^r 

Tirpn 


m 

^ 

40.000 (TTWT) *TT 98.84 (FFTmi) 



( T) 3TR%cT 

: 





■gm ri. tRs^ii 

^TTriTFI 

WI 



1. 1682 ^3^ 1683 ^ 



25.000 

'TFT 


^ ate 25.000 %m (wron) ^tt 61.78 ^ (<?twt) 
+ 73 + -rr) :—180.000 t^x (cTWT) 


444.78 W& ( TTO) 

Tftm ;— 

ri§n Tim wz\ 3 ri snw i 3fa Tim wt ^ ^ 'tft ri ^cft ^ ~m\ $ 4* fsr^ "-m" m 

ftrcTrfr # 1 

Ta-n tr^Tim ^ ^ ^ mrTim^fr^ ^ m faemtti 

-n-^ tt3T Tim ^ 'TFT t} ^ £ sfa fs^ u ^’' m faHcft t I 

' 5 T~^S' trail Tiih 'TFT Tt Tim ^ TFt7T 4Kfl) ^ 3?ri aTTtf'im ^ * TT facitft $ I 

[TT. m. 43015/18/2010-^.31^3^.^^1 ] 

tit. W 33 K 3 m Tif*m 


MINISTRY OF COAL 
New Delhi, the 9th December, 2010 

S.O. 3051.—Whereas, it appears to the Central Government that Coal is likely to be obtained from the lands 
mentioned in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

And whereas, theplanbearing number SECL/BSP/GM (Plg)/Land/388, dated the27th July, 2010 containing details of 
the areas of land described in the said Schedule may be inspected at the office of the Collector, Surguja (CG) or at the office 
of the Coal Controller, 1, Council House Street, Kolkata-700001 or at the office of the South Eastern Coalfields Limited 
(Revenue Section), Seepat Road, Bilaspur-495006 (Chhattisgarh); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central Government 
hereby gives notice of its intention to prospect for coal from lands described in the said Schedule; 
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Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may- 

(i) object to the acquisition of the whole or any part of the land, or of any rights in or over such land; or 

(ii) claim an interest in compensation if the land or any rights in or over such land; or 

(iii) seek compensation for prospecting licences ceasing to have effect, rights under mining leases being acquired, 
and deliver all maps, charts and other documents relating to the land, collection from the land of cores or other 
mineral samples and due analysis thereof and the preparation of any other relevant record or materials referred 
to in sub-section (7) of Section 13 of the said Act 

To the Officer-in-Charge or Head of the Department (Revenue), South Eastern Coalfields Limited, Seepat Road, 
Bilaspur-495006 (Chhattisgarh), within a period of ninety days from the date of publication of this notification in the Official 
Gazette. 

SCHEDULE 

Sendhopara-I Block, Bhatgaon Area 
District-Surguj a (CG) 

(Plan bearing number-SECL/BSP/GM (Plg)/Land/388, dated the 27th July, 2010) (Showing the land notified for 
prospecting) 

A. Revenue Land; 


SL No 

Nameofvillage Village number 

Nameof 

Tehsil 

Nameof 

District 

Area in 
hectares 

Remarks 

1 . 

Bansipur 44 

Pratap pur 

Surguja 

75.000 

Part 

1 

Jaihi 20 

Pratappur 

Surguja 

40.000 

Part 

Total115.000 hectares (approximately) OR 284,16 acres (approximately) 

B. Revenue Forest Land(C JJ/BJJ): 

SI. No. 

N ame of village Village number 

Nameof 

Nameof 

Area in 

Remarks 



Tehsil 

District 

hectares 


1 , 

Bansipur 44 

Pratap pur 

Surguja 

18.000 

Part 

1 

Jaihi 20 

Pratappur 

Surguja 

21000 

Part 


Total;- 40.000 hectares (approximately) OR 98.94 acres (approximately) 


(C) RESERVE FOREST LAND: 

SI. No. Compartment number 

Sub Division 

Division 

Area in 
hectares 

Remarks 


1. 1682 P& 1683 P 

Surajpur 

South Surguja 

25.000 

Part 


Total 25.000hectares (approximately) OR 61.78 acres (approximately) 


Grant Total (A+ B + C) = 180.000 hectares (approximately) 

OR 444.78 acres (approximately) 

BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION 

A-B Line Starts from point ‘A’ in village Jaihi and passes through eastern part of village Jarhi and meets at point “B”. 

B-C Line passes through northern part of village Jarhi then enter in village Bansipur and meets at point “C”. 

C-D Line passes through western part of village Bansipur and meets at point “D”. 

D-A Line passes through southern part of village Bansipur then enter in village Jaihi and meets at starting 

Point “A”. 

[FileNo. 43015/18/2010-PRTW-I] 
M. SHAHABUDEEN, Under Secy. 
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2010 

ftt.3tt, 3052 .- 0^)0 A Ftorer afa (st#t sfofrora) 3#m, 1957 (1957 ftt 20) (fcram 

-^-f Tpn 1 ?) f0 frt 7 Fft ( 1 ) fT wrrr ftft ftfstt f) fttfctt fttctf fO o/sofF) 

FT3TT. 3443 FTCF3 10 f?TOTC, 2009 ft) FTFT ^ WFT FFT-II, 73*5 3,TO§F5 (ii) Tftfm 19 2009 ”4' TOtfTFT Fft TJi 

Fl, TO SfftFJFFT $ 7TTO 3TJ^ Tf ^srr 3TFTFR ^'^ft^FT^FFTFrFFr 3?fTOITf FT 3F5ft TO FT TO SfmF 

F) TJFFT ?) «?); 

aftr wi ftTtok) A to siMto ft) to 8 ^ 3 ^s)f fto ftt to) fcqte ft i; 

^ fTft)f ttok ft! fcrr* ft fro tot ^ fto? 3^ toff? ttotc f wm to ft ftftt ff fffih ft 

TOTT ^ f^FT FTO 3 F^TF 2035.935 TO3 (TOFT) FT 5030.79 FFT5 (TOFT) TOTO ^ FF) FfTOK Ff^TF 
ferq TO 

3TcT;, ftf, F^-sfiq ftftr fff FfFfFFF f?) mo 9 fO ff-frt ( 1 ) £rt ftf TifFFFT fo ffW ftf) i^, ff fpf*tt fff) 
t tm W& 3TTO FFFJF) rf Ff*TF 2035.935 (TOFT) -01 5030.79 V<KZ (TOFT) FT9 TO) ^FTFFl atfTOT7 3Tf$TF1%? 

FTT^ t l 


FKra 8 


^F FrfFSJFFTF) 3TOfF STrtTO) ,.._....,.,.. ..,. *_ _- _ 

2010 FF TO4^{, TOT? (W)FF?) ^ FTTFfaF t FT FTtFFTT fTOTFT, 1, FTTSfFcT TOT T?fe, FTlTOTFT-700001 ^ 

4il4ici0 F FT -TOT ' 

FFkTT t I 


v r? 'i?i'iivi'l n 'll 'ill'iVIi niiiJ) i> i'jTvivi oioyt v^i^, i?PviiOMr /uwwi 

(PR STgFFT), #FT Tfe, f^TO^T'495006 («*Wl?) ^ FFFfaF 3 fTO ^ 


3FJTO) 

*TO, Fry tot? fj)to)^f, tot? 

f^TT—TOT? ( tfrffoFI? ) 


TOTm7 >- ' T ^ r fF tl(cT/ 4 ) ^q ) /^ T< F T ('to*Wfl)/*tfF 10/382 OH^ST 8 Ff, 2010) 
3rftrro ; 

(FT) TF3RF «[f^ ; 


FTF 

K 

FFT FTT FFT 


TTFT 

WTT 

a 

Itot 

t*RX A 


tof) 

TOT 

TOTI 


1FFFMF1 

1. 

^TO 

29 

188 

fif)si 

Wl? 

520.967 


1 

■3TFT 

29 

08 

tot)ti 

TOT? 

362911 


3. 

TOT^ 

29 

285 

FTFfeT 

TOT? 

284.855 

ffflf 

4. 

FFSFT^R 

29 

250 

FTFfeT 

TOT? 

86.268 

Tfpf 

5. 


29 

113 

FTTO 

TOT? 

135.722 


6. 


29 

317 

to)?t 

TOT? 

225.243 

#f>f 

7. 

F401 

30 

298 

FW)51 

TOT? 

36.282 

FFT 

8. 

Tf^if 

30 

254 

TOi)?l 

TOT? 

65.242 

FFT 


^?r :—1717.490 (TOFT) FT 4243.92 F^T? (TOFT) 
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(TS) : 


HR 

Tim oft "3m 

?WI 

TfgR 

■nm 

TfolT 


mmi 


tzmfumi 

1. 

^cmi 

29 

m 


TfaHf 

107.634 

w^t 

2. 

"sm 

29 

08 

TOfei 

WWT 

59.189 


3. 

m*4w5*k 

29 

250 

*u*iUi 

TPPT3 

3.209 


4 

jRel^g 

29 

113 


xpm 

51.267 


5. 

frsrc 

29 

317 

NtVte) 

OTFf 

67.407 


6, 

TT^TT 

30 

298 

TR^hfT 

WT5 

2.574 

«1PT 

n 

/» 


30 

254 

'vwtei 

tfartf 

8.165 



tfpf I»39fi445. (WT)^T 739.93 (?ITO) 

( V ) mf&t VT ^ ^ 

^rssr^m s^tsr s iwss sn&of fsss? 

■ - - ■■ . . _ . . -- - 1 —— i^aaaaw- t ■- ■ 

i. <rM toftr wra l »ooo_ _ 

*ppr;—19.000 %nzr (*pmn) rn 46.94 n*>f (wron) 

#1 (* * ST ♦ n) : —2035.935 ^ (ttWT) 
5030.79 'qpvS (WW) 


1. Tim 3 3rf% fan* urt w i £ 743 

2. Tim ZT4T (TPJjf) if 3T$m ^ ^ teTlZ #®#F— 1 ^ 530 

% m ^rragr ^ timfa— 1^504 

4 Tim ctfjof) atf^ra fan ^ #39fa— 1 3 86 

5. Vm VKflslB (TTg*f) $ faq ^ 31^ W # § qrfo> — 1 ^ 216 

6. 31 m fa^rc (Trjof) W 3#icT ^cnz wifa— l 3 278 

7. Tim^RRn (*rm) 3rf$rafan^*n^ w^tNt— 33^96 

8 . Tim f-^TRT ( W\) 3 ^ ^ W Tfaqfa— 1^23,25 ^ 30 53, 

54,57^73, 432 ^ 


444,547^550, 552 

Tfanr ^trhr 

tisrr, Tim ^cmr—^ qfmfcte r mfar it 3Ttf*r t sfa hr ^mr afo fa#z amftjrf 

Tiffc»?1%mzmrf^=5**^a**, , ‘H ,, 7*^ijgfa5 ,, m ,, 'mfarrati i 

^rr, Tim ?m zftx qffewl Trfmfm ttNtt 3 stft ^ ♦ 4r “^ r, \ ht 

t 


4649 GI/10—2 
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Bf-B 


Z-Z 

B-BT 


B~B 


*i-ir 


b-«? 

u-B 


u-B» 


for, utert 3mffo ub ^ BfW - t ttw 3tbt ^ cft^m 3 ?r%t bb ?ft 

4, V t tt faHcft 1 1 

for, urbtbt 3TRf^T*R^t bfjb: aMc-m uRt^ *pK<ftt ^frctu^' 4 ^” r facRftii 

for, ■fiteFt BfTUU 3TKf^T BB ^ UR^ ftjBffift t BR fST^* 1 ^” f^ ‘fo", ^ Ftcft ^ TIFT B7B1 
smffoBBBrt ^#fw ur i 

fol, BtM Ulfotf Smfom BB ^ tfW BFT 3 Fttft ^ ^fTrft f 3lft UR 4 t BTcTri UfcBRt 3Tp%B BB ^ 
BlMfo'tffotffaaj ,4 b m r: i 

for, urn ffos* afo Btert ufr^fr 3Rftm bb but fasrc afo uteri* ^ 3tr%t bb ^ ufn#m ritur u 
"B"U* fteflH I 

fol, UR URFteftf--Bteri* ^ 3Rffo BB BUT ^ 3TRfV?r BB ^ uMdd TThTT ri TpRcft 

bmH afr UR TSU^- fuglB r ^ -Bteri* arrcfaB BB uft qfnifriu uRt fu^ teftt 1 

for, ur flrcjjmr ^ bbib utww 443/1 443/7,444,432,433/3, 72/1-72/14,73 ,6i, 57/1 3 57/25 uft 

bMI *fNr but 54 3 ^proft ^ ^iib tftsqfer 53,29,30,28/i, 28/2 is uRr, 25/2 urt ufY^nfr rimr, 25/1 

26/1,22 ^BfW^Rafc23 3^^5 ‘V'Ut ftteflftt | 
for, UR ftU flBK I—UBBT Bft URB: u Ntew uta 3 fflffo t afr fiFS “r” UT 1 

for,UR1Rm^TBnB^folfBr95/lB/2, 95/IB Uf, 93/102, 94 Bft *tRt Ut gBfc r 85/3, 85/2, 85/1, 
86/1,84/2, 84/1,83,34, 33 Uft Uffotf'riRltf Mlgf ^ t farUR U^ BT^rR W tRtB Wt t afa W 
Tfewfor 57,58/6,58/5,58/4,58/3,58/2,58/i, 70,74 uft BfW t afr ur .f^z 

sntffoUB^f^S "B r, U* I 

for ,ur «?Kffo ubb^ utai t^ u «? M ur tefit i 

for, ur BTrgrft—ffoffe aurf^B ub uft ufiuffo ifrfo^-garfot fwt t i 

for, UR HIM^l ^ X RT2 WTR7 2, 11, 12 Bit ’'juf UtUF, T cTTB WTT 12, 13, 14, 17 ^ BBTl URr, ^]Z T\m4> 
16,20,27 B^UffoutuRl, ' l Rieur5BT 27 BTtBrRtBUT^BT, T ?UB 29, 37 ^ BUft BUT T BfR UTsBR* 37, 
33,32,31,34 ^^^fo^FtBt^f^5 "«l"U fu^ftt I 

for, UR BTBT—lUcflB 3TRffo UB ?Ft iMw Ufo ^ '[pTTlft t 3lk WCfUBT fu^ “Bl” RBTBtt I 

[BTT. U. 43015/11/2006-^3^^1^^ i ] 

TR. WT^tB, 3TB7 TTfUB 


New Delhi, the 10th December, 2010 

S.0.3052. —Whereas, by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Coal number S. 0.3443 dated 
the 1 Oth December, 2009, issued undo* sub-section (1) of Section 7 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and Development) 
Act, 1957 (20 of 1957) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act) and published in the Gazette of India, Part-II, Section3, Sub¬ 
section (ii) dated the 19th December, 2009, the Central Government gave notice of its intention to acquire the land and all 
rights in or over such lands in the locality specified in the Schedule appended to that notification; 

And whereas, the competent authority in pursuance of Section 8 of the said Act has made his report to the Central 

Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government after considering the aforesaid report and after consulting the Government of 
Qthattisgaili, is satisfied that the lands measuring 203 5.935 hectares (approximately) or 503 0.79 acres (approximately) as all 
rights in or over such lands as described in Schedule appended hereto, should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 9 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hmfcy declares that the land measuring 2035.935 hectares (approximately) or 503 0.79 acres (approximately) as 
all rights in or over such lamb as described in Schedule are hereby acquired. 






[W] 11—^3 3(ii)] 
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The Plan bearing number SECL/BSP/GM/ (PLG)/LAND/10/382 dated the 8th May, 2010 of the area covered by this 
notification may be inspected in the Office of the Collector, Raigarh (Chhattishgarh) or in the office of the Coal Controller, 
1, Council House Street, Kolkata—700001 or in the Office of the South Eastern Coalfield Limited (Revenue Section), Seepat 
Road, Bilaspur-495006 (Chhattisgaih). 


SCHEDULE 

Pelma Bio ck, Mand Raigarh Coalfields, Raigarh Area 
Distt-Raigarh (Chhattisgarh) 

[Plan bearing number SECL/BSP/GM (PLG)yLand/10/382, dated the 8th May, 2010] 

All Rights: 

(A) Revenue Land: 

(B) 


SL 

No. 

Name of 

Milage 

Patwari 

halka 

number 

Milage 

number 

lahsil 

District 

Area in 
hectares 

Rematfcs 

1 . 

Pelma 

29 

188 

Gharghoda 

Raigarh 

520.967 

Full 

1 

Urba 

29 

08 

Gharghoda 

Raigarh 

362.911 

Full 

3. 

Lalpur 

29 

285 

Qbarghoda 

Raigarh 

284.855 

Full 

4. 

Madwadumar 

29 

250 

Gharghoda 

Raigarh 

86268 

FuB 

5. 

Jarhidih 

29 

113 

Gharghoda 

Raigarh 

135.722 

FuU 

6 . 

Hinjhar 

29 

317 

Gharghoda 

Raigarh 

225243 

Fun 

7. 

Sakta 

30 

298 

Gharghoda 

Raigarh 

36282 

Part 

8 . 

Milupara 

30 

254 

Gharghoda 

Raigarh 

65242 

Part 


Total1717*490 hectors (approximately) or 4243.92 acres (approximately). 


(B) Revenue Forest Land (CJJ & BJJ): 


SL 

No. 

Name of 
village 

Patwari 

halka 

number 

Milage 

number 

Tahsil 

District 

Area in 
hectares 

Ranaria 

1 . 

Pelma 

29 

188 

Gharghoda 

Raigarh 

107.634 

Rill 

2 . 

Utba 

29 

08 

Gharghoda 

Raigarh 

59.189 

Fufi 


Madwadumar 

29 

250 

Gharghoda 

Raigarh 

3209 

FuB 


Jarhidih 

29 

113 

Gharghoda 

Raigarh 

51267 

Futt 


Hinjhar 

29 

317 

Gharghoda 

Raigarh 

67.407 

Ftatt 


Sakta 

30 

298 

Gharghoda 

Raigarh 

2574 

Part 


Milupara 

30 

254 

Gharghoda 

Raigarh 

8.165 

Part 


Total 299.445 hectares (approximately) or 739.93 acresfapproximatdy). 
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(C) Reserve Forest Land: 

' - ' - ■. ■ M W M i mun ■ T , ~ ~—““ 

SI. No. Name of Forest Type of Forest Range Division Area in Remarks 

hectares 

I. Tolge West Reserve forest Thmnar Raigarh 19,000 Part 

Total:—19.000 hectares approximately) or 46.94 Acres (approximately). 

Grand Total (A+B+C)2035.935 hectares (approximately) 
or 5030.79 acres (approximately) 


1. Plot Numbers to be acquired in village Pelma (Full)1 to 743 

2. Plot Numbers to be acquired in village Uiba (Full):— 1 to 5 30 

3. Plot Numbers to be acquired in village Lalpur (Full):— I to 504 

4. Plot Numbers to be acquired in village Madwadumar (Full):— 1 to 86 

5. Plot Numbers to be acquired in village Jarhidih (Full) :<— 1 to 216 

6 . Plot Numbers to be acquired in village Hinjhar (Full):— 1 to 278 

33 to 96 

7. Plot Numbers to be acquired in village Sakta (Full) 1 to 23,25 to 30, 53, 

8 . Plot Numbers to be acquired in village Milupara (Part):— 54,57 to 73, 432 to 

444, 547 to 550,552. 

Boundary Description: 


A-B-C-D Line starts from point ‘A’ on the common boundary of villages Pelma-Urba and passes along the common 
boundary of village Pelma and Silot Reserve Forest, point point ‘C* ary? treets at point ‘D’ on the 
common boundary of villages Pelma-Urba and Tolge West Reserve Forest. 

D-E Line passes along common boundary of village Urba and Tolge West Reserve Forest and meets at 

point ‘E\ 

E-F Line passing through southern part ofTolge West Reserve Forest and meets at point ’F' on the common boundary 

of village Urba and Tblge West Reserve Forest 

FG Line passes along partly common boundary of village Urba and Tolge West Reserve Forest and meets at point ‘G\ 

G-H-I-J Line passes through southern part ofTolge West Reserve Forest point ‘H', Point T apd meets at point T 

on the common boundary of village Urba and Tolge West Reserve Forest. 

J-K Line passes through southern part ofTolge West Reserve Forest and meets at point ‘K’ on the common 

boundary of village Hinjhar and Tolge West Reserve Forest. 

K-L Line passes along common boundary of village Hinjhar and Tolge West Reserve Forest and meets at point ‘ L’. 

L-M Line passes along common boundary of village Jarhidih-Tolge East Reserve Forest and Laipur-Tplge East 

Reserve Forest and meets at point ‘M’ on the common boundary of village Lalpur-Milupara-Tolge East 
Reserve Forest. 

M-N Line passes in village Milupara along southern boundary of plot numbers 443/1 to 443/7,444,432, 433/3, 

72/1 to 72/14,73,61,57/1 to 57/25, through 54, southern boundary of plot numbers 53,29,30,2if/l, 28/2 
western boundary of plot number 25/2, southern boundary of plot numbers 25/1-26/1,22, through 23 and 
meets at point ‘N\ 

N-0 Line passes along the partly common boundary of villages Milupara-Sakta and meets and meets at 

point ‘O'. 

O-P Line passes in village Sakta along southern boundary of plot numbers 95/1K/2,95/1 gh, 93/102,94, western 

boundary of plot number 85/3,85/2, 85/1,86/1, 84/2, 84/1,83,34,33, then enter in village Madwadumar and 
passes along southern boundary of plot numbers 57,58/6,58/5,58/4, 58/3,58/2, 58/1,70,74 and meets at 
point ‘P’ on the common boundary of village madwadumar-Silot Reserve Forest, 

P-Q Line passes along common boundary of village Madwadumar-Silot Reserve Forest and meets at point ‘Q’. 

Q-R Line passes along common boundary of village Lalpur-Silot Reserve Forest and meets at point ‘R\ 

R-S Line passes in village Lalpur along eastern boundary of plot numbers 2,11,12 northern boundary of plot 

numbers 12,13,14,17, western boundary of plot numbers 16,20,27, northern & eastern boundary of plot 
numbers 27 northern boundary of plot numbers 29,37, eastern boundary of plot numbers 37,33,32,31,34 
and meets at point ‘S’. 

S-A Line passes along common boundary of village Urba-Silot Reserve Forest and meets at starting point ‘A ? . 

[F. No. 43015/11/2006-PRJW-I] 
_M. S HAHABUDEEN, Under Secy. 
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2010 

W.3IT. 3053.—TOR 3 ^facTT 8^ (amfo 3 ?fc fqSFW) aifafam, 1957 ( 1957 ^ 20) (fatf Tfaf 
‘5$$ aifaffan m\ Ti^n t) stf «ira 4 ^ wiki (i) ^ ar«fa ws ^ftr ^^rten arfii^Tr 

Tm& ^T.3T7. 1038 Tflfaf 19 a^K 2010 ^ TT^ ^ II, 3, 3RR9S (ii) ntfte 24 3T^T, 2010 3 S'«*»7fVW ^ 

^ aft, arfsrc^mi ^ wr 3*3^ ^ 12.418 (wm) *n 30.68 (?twt) 

$, cffacrl 3TI 3?te a?T?PT ^ ^ ; 

4t ^tefa mm sfr m mvm i\ to i fcr fr arftrcjTO 3 to*tk ai^sRt 3 fafte ^ ^ to 3 
'3Tftrcpz?t ; 

am:, am, stefa toftc, ^mn sum? fa (amN afa f*mra) arfafam, 1957 m 1 ^ w(i (1 ) Sfttot 
v i fantf fah qrcft p; tor 4 qf% 12.418 fast (mm) m 30.68 tos (mm) ^ ^ 

arte sft arte aim *& TJTO $ ; 

ftnm 1 : arft^Ri ^ ante ate sntf &r ^ terfer tfro ^ufafl/^nV^fanc)/«jfa/384 sit fm 4 2010 

^iMn ' frfrto , yi gafa (tot 3^?y) sfr »i<tfcw 3 vj stemn f^V^ , 1 , ft3r ^jte, 3?frR£Tm--7000Qi 

s£ *wf$w A ’sn m&n i&A faffe, (trr ar^ro) ■fa, f5mrr^-495006 (^tffam) ^ 

sjprfcro 3 f*ro ^r toft t 1 

ftnm 2 : - 35 m arfafwr qra 8 ^ ■srotf afa rh arpjre ^mr $, fsrctf frofafan ttto I :- 

zifa tort armfrraf : 

“ 8(0 Rfar ^ fsraft «iri 7 ^ ar^fa arfv^R ^ t, f^ros: t, 3^^^ ^ 

aiter^^i arte fair 

^^37Nf%^^TT I 
mitem : 

(1) w «iro^ arm^ sm amfa -^f -qmt ^nt % ^f*r ^f ^ wi vf*qn( 

«h<^I ^ affc ^flsfrtfl^ Stefa <K«h{< m f^tet 3RJ o^fc^ ’Ifff °h<*fl ^ifig^, I 

(2) clRWO (1) ^ ante ao^fxi arf^rft v-ft PdUan ^ w) ^ji^fl affr a?f%m7Rt aimfrmmf ^ Tfa 

t^i sq^wl SFT am^R tei afk iwt amiffaf ^ ^ rtrrp afk arf^fa^ ^rN, 

^ ^ ^ ^ mm, ^ m aimv^cft ^mr i, m cfl %im 7 ^ (1) -% a^fa arf*njfar ^fr? ^r 

sftmtf ^ ?mf«r ^f ^ far€ m ^ ^ ^ faf*Fr 

aifiiW^wiW amffafmam^faFTfafl' a^^R^ 

^RSFK ^ fsfaT^R ^ fal I 

(3) F*? sun ^ jnfamF s£ f?m «rf%?r f^rRt ^ ^f fF?ra?[ ^n^n # yfri^x ^f fte ^r Trei sffa ^>1 

Fter, ^ ^ m f^ ^ ^ stt ^ tr ^ 3rfq^ ^ aiMfaR ^ anfa a^m f^ ^ ^ 1” 

favr 3 : ^Rfa ^ ^facn 1 ¥mr, 1, y mfaR g i a^ r i$z , ‘ ^*1x 1-100001 «^Ri3^a?«fa vm 

(ii)^TFftrsr4 aita, 1987 ^wt^m aif^m#n^i. an. 905,'nrfar 20^, 
1987 ?R1 mPJ Vjffailft ffafl t I 

ar^xft 

m vm > fa (mv tot) 

[ tqpg -#BWI~ t^i/41 )/^pfA384 TTTfal 4 ^T, 2010] 

S^^nr 3TftRJIT ; 

."- : - tnn^gm tof&wwt SS5 SS 55 55fa5T~ 

r ^fan #stt 

1. 99 316 TIF^T 11418 ^FT 

:- 12.418 fa&i (mm) 
m 30.68 VjZZ (WI) 
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i. nm («im) if ftptr w Tfftgtir .* 

35 ^ 37, 38( m), 75( *fFT), 76( *?PT), 77( m), 78( *JFT), 83(«TFT), 84( *tFT), 85 93 I 

ifoir : 

^r-33 ten, Timf ®M2i $f*F$ “V’ smitft 14wwrw 75, 76, 11 , 78, 84,83 3 

TST-7T fcgT, Tim ^ w: *Wli<b 38 ^ V^K W WTPF 36 ^ 'FFIcT: ^tRT #4T 3^ 35 ^ 3rRt TTFTT ^ Ftcft 

4rf^3 4 ‘ 7 T ,, 'mfiiemtt i 

n-'sr ^tst,T imfsfoftzl ^ vwm 35,88, 87, 89 ^fficratt i 

*-▼ ^gr,Tim fWl<0 ^ T w w&m 89,90,93,92 ^^^ ii 

t?3T, Tim ^ T ^JZ um<h 92, 78 gfi TTfat afo W Wlf^T 75 ^ *hFRT: ^Rt rifat Flcft ^ 

w&t ark i 

[TT. TT, 43015/05/2010-^3^311^^-1] 

im. 


New Delhi, the 15th December, 2010 

S.O. 3053.—Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministiy of Coal number S. 0.103 8 
dated the 19thApril, 2010issued under sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and Development) 
Act, 1957 (20 of 1957) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act) and published in the Gazette of India, Part-II, Section 3, sub¬ 
section (ii) dated the 24th April, 2010, the Central Government gave notice of its intention to prospect for coal in 12.418 
hectares (approximately) or 30.68 acres (approximately) of the lands in the locality specified in the Schedule annexed to 
that notification; 

And whereas the Central Government is satisfied that coal is obtainable in a part of the said lands prescribed in 
the Schedule appended to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 7 of the Coal Bearing 
Areas(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957, the Central Government hereby gives notice of its intention to acquire 
the lands measuring 12.418 hectares (approximately) or 30.68 acres (approximately) as Surface Rights in or over the said 
lands described in the Schedule appended hereto: 

Note 1: The pi an bearing numberSECLBSP/GM(PLG)/LAND/384 dated the 4th June, 2010 of the area covered by this 
notification may be inspected at the Office of the Collector, Shahdol (Madhya Pradesh) or at the Office of the Coal 
Controller, 1 .Council House Street, Kolkata - 700001 or at the Office of the South Eastern Coalfields Limited 
(Revenue Section), Seepat Road, Bilaspur, 495006 (Chhattisgarh). 

Note 2: Attention is hereby invited to the provisions of Section 8 of the said Act which provides as follows :— 

Objection to Acquisition: 

"8(1) Any person interested in any land in respect of which a notification under Section 7 has been is sued, may, within 

thirty days of the issue of the notification, object to the acquisition of the whole or any part of the land or any 
rights in or over such land. 

Explanation: 

(1) It shall not be an obj ection within the meaning of this S ection for any person to say that h e hims elf desires to 
undertake mining operation in the land for the production of coal and that such operation should not be 
undertaken by the Central Government or by any other person. 

(2) Every objection under sub-section (1) shall be made to the competent authority in writing, and the competent 
authority shall give the objector an opportunity of being heard either in person or by a legal practitioner and 
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shall, after hearing all such objections and after making such further inquiry, if any, as he thinks necessary, 
either makes a report in respect of the land which has been notified under sub-section (1) of Section 7 or of 
rights in or over such land, or make different reports in respect of different parcds of such land or of rights in 
or over such land, to the Central Government, containing his recommendations on the objections, together 
with the record of the proceedings held by him, for the decision of the Government. 

(3) For the purposes of this section, a person shall be deemed to be interested in land who would be entitled to 
claim an interest in compensation if the land or any rights in or over such land were acquired under this Act” 

Note 3:. The Coal Controller, 1, Council House Street, Kolkata - 700001, has been appointed by the Central Government 
as the competent authority under Section 3 of the said Act, vide notification number S.O. 905, dated the 
20th March, 1987, published in the Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3, sub-section (ii) dated the 4th April, 1987. 


SCHEDULE 

Rajendra U/G Mine Block, Sohagpur Area 
Distt- Shahdol (Madhya Pradesh) 

[Plan bearing number SECL/BSP/GM(PLG)/LAND/ 384 dated the 4th June, 2010] 
Surface Rights: 


Sr. No. Name of village 

Patwarihalka 

number 

Bandobast 

number 

Tahsil 

District 

Area in Remarks 

hectares 

1. Chhirihiti 

99 

316 

Sohagpur 

Shahdol 

11418 Part 




Total: 

12.418 hectares (Approximately) 

Or 30.68 acres (Approximately) 


1. Plot numbers to be acquired in village Chhirihiti (Part): 


35 to 37,38(F), 75(P), 76(P), 77(P), 78(P), 83(P), 84(P), 85 to 93. 

Boundary Description: 

A-B Line starts from point ‘A* in village Chhirihiti and passes through plot number 75,76,77,78,84,83 and meets at 

point‘B*. 

BC Line passes in village Chhirihiti through plot number 38, along partly northern boundary of plot number 36, 
northern boundary of plot number 35 and meets at point ‘C\ 

C-D Line passes in village Chhirihiti along eastern boundary of plot number 35,88,87,89 and meets at point ‘D\ 

D-E Line passes in village Chhirihiti along southern boundary of plot number 89,90,93,92 and meets at point ‘E\ 

E- A Line passes in village Chhirihiti along southern boundary of plot number 92,78, partly southern boundary of plot 

number 75 and meets atrstarting point ‘A’, 

[F. No. 43015/05/2010-PRTW-I] 
M. SHAHABUDEEN, Under Secy. 


1 $%#, 15ftfl«rc,2010 

ORT.3TT. 3054 .—^ W TTcffa ffcfT t ftF, ^ ft' ^vlftsRT ^ T&m 

3Tf*TTO ^ t ; 


$ sRFfa ^ o/389 <frcfc§r 

03 20io^iM^r^#RT, w? it frmr, l TOftrer *6terTOf-70000 i 

(TFSTFt aTjqR) #qcf Tfe, 1^^-495006 (^cfrTO) $ *FF#R 3 f^F 
W W(TT $ ('TO ^ Tfsm WT-Il, WZ 3, 7WS (ii) 3RST?FPf) 
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m:, sifafwr, 1957 (19574*20) 

’i4d 3lfafWT +51 7 FTT ^) 44 ^Iki 4 44 (1) jJKi 5fif*w < iT 4 j| TPlW 1^4 4f *+>1 4* 

4PT4 ^TITFT 44 ^*11 4<4 ^ ; 

<544 3i^rJ) 4f fqfVci *jf4 4* f^RTS 4>)£ wrf^cT - 

(i) #£>? *jfa 41 4TF4 f4Ttft 4FT^ *jf4 4 4T 4TT 4T f%4?f 3rf*raTCf^Tlf4 3T1«H 4T 

(ii) 4f^ *jf4 4 4i Ph*l1 f$4 4i xfciqu 4T %4 *jf4 4 4T 34 4T 4i fai^T arftrailT 4* ^T4T, 

(iii) 3TOT4#T i\ Vi ^ Wfa 3rf% 14** 4TT4 4T 3lf44*4 ^ f^ 3fe^ 3TH<T 4* 44*71 

afa^44 3iMwT44 4Kr 13 (7) 4 f=ifrss *£4^444 4 4rr^ 4T 3F4 Tgfr* ^pff cror w^i 

44 tT«n 3Fi fro 344^73 m umPptf 44 4 44ftm TRft hhN 4 ^ afa a*m ^ ? nfo 

TftTrl, 

TfTT 4 j TFSm 4 iWIVH 44 dll)® 4 H®4 P\*l 4 i 4l(K, 'MKni’M«h ^tftTejnf) 4T f^TFIRS^I (7T4R4), TIT3RT 

44m«+ 1^ ftffat-S, 4*74 fte, f^TR^(-495006 (^4)W) ^ 4>mftf4 4 I 

3f^ 

urn aflm*w« f^fcTTT ^=rrai 
TRPTf £sr 

f^n-TRPT? ( MtrftHMq ) 

(llsH4> 777341-1/^/10/389 dl4<3 03 ftlclWl, 2010) (4^ t^r 3Tf4Tif44 ^pT 


(4>) TT4RS : 

4m 4. 

Tim 

wn 


f^T 


fam\ 

1 . 

TJTcT 

30 

VOTTO 

WT5 

906.481 

Tf 

2, 

4*JlHKll 

30 


WR 

274.00 

Tf 

3. 


31 


W13 

174.027 

Tf 

4. 


31 


WR 

479.193 

T°f 

5. 

3TO 

31 


TPFT5 

23Z609 

vf 

6. 


31 


WT5 

967.518 

T’f 




^ :- 3033.828 UT 7496.59 (Hn^Ri) 

( 73T) TTT ^ : 






4m 4. 

^T 4tT Tm 

^T TOR 



"4 

Hi^ui 

1 . 

cTHT 

%37F 

^TcT 

TOW 

176.710 

Tyf 

2. 

^)<2K^ 

'qte 


«IWTO 

425.000 

*FT 


4jFT 3*4 :- 601.710 £42T (74WT) 7JT 1486.82 Trg^ ( ?PWT) 


TfjCT 4tn ( 4H-73T >=3635.538 ( HWI) 

4T 8983.41 R4>f (cT^mn) 
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^r-^i-Tr ttsrr, ttirto 3 mv zfcft i ataxm? TO-^tangsr, fag M *r" w* to-otr, 

^ Rfaffca Rfar 3 iftft $ TO ♦ sffc f^5 “tt m T* fa^Rfr $ I 

$m, w\ *wnro- *gg{TO t fog 4 V’, *t*i ^roro-TO^n, wmr-lfcumtfl, gs^r-^ziTO, 

Hror-^foigsr ^ RtNftra tftar 3 TO if TO i afa: VHig ^ f*TO $1 

fcsn wr g^r-^KT, ^wcg<-^gsT # TO*srcgr-g^T, 4 V* ^pflqqy -frTO, •afettastsi-sto'ira ^ 

Hfutfafl TO 3 TO TO £ 3?fr ' V , fa5 , <rcftTOi 1 

v-ar-^i-’ar tenure^TO» s rcy -?ffiTOw qftefVK iTOafrf^V’^gTOfrf^iTwm^gff 
3 TOc TO t afc xim m-TOTO ^ «Nftra TO 3 fag ^ faTO i 1 

ar-z-z ten Tim *ito-TOTO, wa-TOTO, fog 4 *z” afaure w-TO^TOfrmTO3TOg(TO t afa ,4 z" 

fog'RfoTO $ 1 

z-u» tenureTO^ tfvTO TO-aTOi^TO afaTOre fog u v M TKffrTO 1 1 

[TO RT. 43015/19/2010-TOrcanfo^-I] 

1r. 'm^R, sm TO* 


New Delhi, the 15th December, 2010 

S.0.3054.—Whereas it appears to the Central Government that Coal is likely to be obtained from the lands in the 
locality described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 

And Whereas, the plan bearing number SECL/BSP/GM/PLANING/L and/10/389 dated 3rd September, 2010 of the 
area covered by this notification can be inspected at the office of the Collector, Raigarh (Chhattisgarh) or at the office of 
the Coal Controller, 1, Council House Street, Kolkata-700001 or at the office of the South Eastern Coalfields Limited 
(Revenue Section), Seepat Road, Bilaspur -495006 (Chhattisgarh); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central Government 
hereby gives notice of its intention to prospect for coal from lands described in the said Schedules; 

Any persons interested in the land described in the said Schedules may— 

( 1 ) object to the acquisition of the whole or any part of the land, or of any rights in or over such land, or 

(ii) claim an interest in compensation if the land or any rights in or over such land, or 

(iii) seek compensation for prospecting licences ceasing to have effect, rights under mining leases being 
acquired, and deliver all maps charts and other documents relating to the land, collection from the land of 
cores or other mineral samples and due analysis thereof and the preparation of any other relevant record or 
materials referred to in sub-section (7) of section 13 of the said Act, 

to the officer-in-Charge or Head of the Department (Revenue), South Eastern Coalfields Limited, Seepat Road, 
Bilaspur-495006 (Chhattisgarh), within ninety days from the date of publication of this notification in the Official Gazette. 


SCHEDULE 

Chhal Opencast Expansion Mine Block, 

Dharamj aigarh Area, 

District- Raigarh, Chhattisgarh 

(Plan bearing number: S EC UBS P/C f M/PL AN l NG/Land/10/389 dated the 3rd September, 2010) (Showing the land notified 
for prospecting}. 


4649 Gl/10—3 
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(A) Revenue Land: 

SI. No. 

Milage Patwari halka 

number 

Tahsil 

District 

Area in 
hectares 

Remarks 

1 . 

Chhal 

30 

Dharamjaigarh 

Raigarh 

906.481 

Full 

Z 

Bandhapali 

30 

Dharamjaigarh 

Raigarh 

274.00 

Full 

3. 

Khedapali 

31 

Dharamjaigarh 

Raigarh 

174.027 

Full 

4. 

Chandrashekharpur 

31 

Dharamjaigarh 

Raigarh 

479.193 

Full 

5. 

Nawapara 

31 

Dharamjaigarh 

Raigarh 

232.609 

Full 

6 . 

Pusalda 

31 

Dharamjaigarh 

Raigarh 

967.518 

Full 



Total 

3033.828 hectares (approximately) or 7496.59 acres (approximately) 

(B) Forest Land; 






SLNo. 

Name of Forest 

Type of 
Forest 

Range 

Division 

Area in 
hectares 

Remarks 

1 . 

Lat 

PF 

Chhal 

Dharamjaigarh 

176.710 

Full 

Z 

Chandrashekharpur 

PF 

Chhal 

Dharamjaigarh 

425.000 

Part 


Total601,710 hectares (approximaidiy)'ar 1486.82 acres (approximately) 


Grand Toral (A+B)=3635.538 hectares (approximately) 
or 8983.41 acres (approximately) 


BOUNDARYDESCRIPTION 

A-B-C Line starts from point ‘A’ in village Chhal and passes along common boundary of villages Chhal-Bokaramuda, 
point ‘B’, Chhal-Kansabahar, Chhal-Gadainbahri and meets at point ‘C’. 

C4>E Line passes along common boundary of villages Chhal -Gadainbahn, Nawapara-Gadainbahri, point’D’, Nawapara 

- Bogiya, Nawapara - Chitapali, Pusalda-Chitapali, Pusalda-Baheramuda and meets at point ‘E’. 

Line passes along common boundary of villages Pusalda-Barmuda,Chandrashekharpur-Barmuda, 
Chandrashekharpur-Gurda, point ‘F’, Chandrashekharpur-Dehjan, Chandrashekharpur-Domnara and meets 
at point‘G’. 

G-H-I-J Line passes along partly common boundary of villages Chandrashekharpui-Lat and point ‘H’ then eastern 
part of village Lat & point T, and meets at point ‘ J’ on the common boundary of villages Lat-Khedapali. 

J-K-L Line passes along common boundary of villages Lat-Khedapali, Lat-Bandhapali, point ‘K’, Lat-Chhal and 
meets at point‘L’. 

L-A Line passes along western village boundary of village Chhal and meets at starting point “A”. 

[F. No. 43015/19/2010-PRIW-I] 
M. SHAHABUDEEN, Under Secy. 


15 2010 

m.m, joss.-— '^4^ trsfp: ^ m u#r Flcn t fa, ^ zmz 3 
fan* t j 
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fafitfcs, (wm wjt-440 ooi (w?) ^ $ *tt ww 
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fs^ifaH), cfcfa wi, ^ni afti few ite, tM-834 031 ^ ^Rlfm 3 ^ 

fw, l, wferer ^rtomr-700 ooi ^ 4 *rr '*'<■)««< ^cwr^-445 204 (^frt?) ^ 3 

Ml ^4V<1I $ ; 

m\ t m, m^m, wm afa (ar*H foura) aafaftre, 1957 ( 1957 ^ 20 ) 

33<T 3*37 7 FTT $) *IRT 4 7WKI (1) £T7T H<r! ?if«W^T ^7T S^Ym T«RT *¥ tff&RlI 3>1 

^4 ^ ^ SfTm ^ TJ^RT ^cft $ ; 

^ 3TJ^ ^fSRT 'CpT 3 %?R£ ^ ^sqf^rf — 

(i) #E»f ^ ^ fcvtft *TFT ^ a*jfa ^ «jP? 3 ^1 ^ ^ ^ flR^f 3lf%R^f ^ Ufa 2^, -qi 

(ii) ^ ^ Mft fm ^ urfto fWf ^1 ^1 ^r ^rn j ^ 

(iii) Tr*re#r H ^ ar^fW, wn "q^f ^ artfta aiftra %q. ^rc srflrentf ^ f^ 'lift** ure tt^tt 

afa ^ aifafw? ^ *IT7T 13 ^^JKI (7) 3 Mte ^ ^ "91 3F3 73fT3f T*pf <T«1T ^ 7?^ 

fa?#m ^t w Mft 3re «rf^sr rt wrMF ^ ^ ^ afa are ^n#sff 

IfTT ^ TT^TTq U'+if^H ^P>t 4lll<SI ^ 'i®^ f^Hl ^ ^5*1 *ttei9 s TfcI i ?7, '?ft?T9 ; >t'?5n ftrlfH^.'S, ^ft 

W cT^Tcft, <rwto TTSRft, f^TT ^5^-441 224 (WRT^) ^T5W%RF, «h)d9>1<r^H 3^ fWI, 

V&, iTrte '&$*, lFT^-440 001 (TOP?) ^ ^f ^7 ^TT 1 

a^a 

■^M-f^T^T afk 


[i73f^wn :^-l(t)iII/^34R/827~0510,?nfh5 19^, 2010] 


“W&S-l n 


ire ^tt hw 

>\ r* 

4^4R1 w^vet 

^frei 


fm 


fcmil 

I. 


105 

mt 

rereicT 

173.546 

Ttf 

2. 

wft 

105 / 

mil 

we 

8Z457 

m 

3. 

fm% 

363 i 

mil 

rereicf 

365.038 

m 

4, 


108 / 

mil 


68.604 

m 

5. 

Trrem 

m s.' 

ntfi 

mwm 

20677 

m 

6. 

*)^(W 

m 

mil 

miwm 

150788 

m 
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tfta^f*F5* <7 F M7 rcf*T?r?H I 
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Tim ^r krrn f ei Tim fomt ^ m t” m ftrerrft fr1 
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tffrrr*ufr : 

*?-•* TTsn firs ^ Tim two 4t ttr ^tem ie i q ftwferc mfrr ^ ifrft ^ 

$ t 
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z-'et frgr Tim ^qV s ni 3fr artfrri^ 

[^.Tl 43015/20/2010-^3^3^5^-1] 


New Delhi, the 15th December, 2010 

S.O. 3055 .—Whereas it appears to the Central Government that Coal is likely to be obtained from the lands in 
the locality mentioned in the Schedule annexed hereto-; 

And Whereas, the plan bearing number C-l(E)III/JJR/827-0510, dated the 19th May, 2010 of the area covered by 
this notification may be inspected at the office of the Western Coalfields Limited (Revenue Department), Coal Estate, Civil 
Lines, Nagpur-440 001 (Maharashtra) or at the office of the Chief General Manager (Exploration Division), Central Mine 
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Planning and Design Institute, Gondwana Palace, Kanke Road, Ranchi-834031 or at the Office of the Coal Controller, 1, 
Council House Street, K.olkata-70 0001 or at die Office of the District Collector, Yavatmal-445 204 (Maharashtra). 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confened by sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central Government 
hereby gives notice of its intention to prospect for coal described in the said Schedules; 

Any persons interested in the land described in the said Schedules may- 

(i) object to the acquisition of the whole or any part of the land, or of any rights in or over such land, or 

(ii) claim an interest in compensation if the land or any rights in or over such land, or 

(in) seek compensation for prospecting licences ceasing to have effect, rights under mining leases being 
acquired, and deliver all maps charts and other documents relating to the land, collection from the land of 
cores or other mineral samples and due analysis thereof and the preparation of any other relevant record or 
materials referred to in sub-section (7) of Section 13 of the said Act, 

to the Office of the Chief General Manager, Western Coalfields Limited, Wani Area, Post Tadali, Tahsil Tadali, 
District Chandrapur-441224 (Maharashtra) or General Manager, Western Coalfields Limited, Land & Revenue Department, 
Coal Estate, Civil Lines, Nagpur-440001 (Maharashtra) within ninety days from the date of publication of this notification 
in the Official Gazette. 


schedule: 

Mungoli-Ntrguda Deep and Nakoda Extension Block 
Wani Area 

District Yavatmal (Maharashtra) 

[Plan bearing number; C-l(E)in/JJR/827-0510, dated 19th May, 2010] 

“BLOCK-I” 


SI. No. 

Name of village 

Patwari Circle 
number 

Tahsil 

District 

Area in 
(hectares) 

Remarks 

1 . 

Chincholi 

105 

Wani 

Yavatmal 

173546 

Full 

2 . 

Sawangi 

105 

Wani 

Yavatmal 

83.457 

Part 

3. 

Shivni 

3G 

Wani 

Yavatmal 

365.038 

Part 

4. 

MungoU 

108 

Wani 

Yavatmal 

68.604 

Part 

5. 

Sakhara 

106 

Wani 

Yavatmal 

20.677 

Part 

6 . 

Kolgaon 

108 

Wani 

Yavatmal 

150.788 

Part 


Total area: 862.110 hectares (approximately) 
or 2130 .312 acres (approximatley) 


“BLOCK-I” 


BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION: 

A-B: Line starts from point ‘A* on the Bank of Wardha River in Sawangi village and proceeds along with bank of. 

river and village boundary of village Chincholi and village boundary of MungoU and meets at Point ‘B\ 

B-C: Line passes along the village boundary of Chincholi village and cross the Nallah in between Chincholi and 

Shivni villages and passes through the Mungo li village and common village boundary of Mungoli and 
Kolgaon village and meets at Point ‘ C*. 
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C*D: Line passes through common village boundary of Kolgaon and Mungoli, Sakhara and through the village 

boundary of Sakhara and Kolgaon and meets at Point ‘D*. 

D~E: Line passes through the common village boundary of Kolgaon and Sakhara and cross the village boundary 

of village Yenak and meets at common village boundary of Kolgaon and Yenak at Point *E*. 

E-F: Line passes through the village Shivni and meets at Gaothan village Shivni at Point *F’. 

F-G: Line passes through village Sawangi and meets at Point ‘G’. 

G-A: Line passes through village Sawangi and meets at starting Point ‘A’. 


SCHEDULE 

MungoU-Nirguda Deep and Nakoda Extension Block 
WaniArea 

District Yavatma! (Maharashtra) 

[Plan bearing number: C-l(E)III/JJR/827-0510, dated 19th May, 2010) 

“BLOCK-II” 


SI. No. 

Name of 
village 

Patwari Circle 
number 

Tahsil 

District 

Area in 
(hectares) 

Remarks 

1 . 

Kolgaon 

108 

Wani 

YavaUnal 

120.217 

Part 


Tbtal area: 120.217 hectares (approximately) 
or 297.060 acres (approximatley) 


“BLOCK-D” 

BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION: 

D-H: Line starts from Point ‘D* on the common village boundary of Sakhara and Kolgaon then passes along with 

the outer boundary of village Kolgaon and Abadi and meets at Point ‘H’. 

H-I: Line passes along the bank of River Penganga and meets at Point T. 

I-J: Linepasses along the common village boundary of village Kolgaon and Takli and meets at Point ‘J’. 

J-K: Linepasses through village Kolgaon and meets at Point ‘K\ 

K-D: Line passes through village Kolgaon and acquired land for Mungoli OC and meets at starting Point ‘ D’. 

[F. No. 43015/20/2010-PRIW-I] 
M. SHAHABUDEEN, Under Secy. 

15 fWSTC, 2010 

^T.3tT. 3056.—TtriR ^ ^ (3t#T 3Tf«lfWT, 1957 ( 1957 20) 

srfafwr wn i) m 4 (l) ^ sfhc to tojr ^ Trsm *tft ii, 3 , 

(ii) cmfrst 13 TOlft, 2010 fr 'il+lfVM TO W&K ^ ^ WTFF ^T.3TT. 447 

1 2010 5TCT 3 ^ fr f^RWl RTT 462.00 fcfen (eTWl) 1141.60 

(ctwt) i , ^ ^ to ^ ; 
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m:, 373, 777TO, 37tTOT TOT $3 (3F3fc afftfTOTT) 3lfafW7, 1957 3T7T 7 ^ 33-3T71 (1) £T7T TT^rT 

¥fT=K13f 33 33l3 TO #i 3 TOft 462.00 Pfcn (HW1) 3T 1141.60 3^ (wm) 3T3 3lt *jfa 3ffT w 

*jf*7 "4 3T 371 37 ^ 7T3t 3Tf3337 33 373fa 377^ ^ 373^ 371^13 3^t 7J33I ^cft "t ; 

feiTO 1 :^77 3Tf3^33T ^ 3 tTOt OT% TO 8 fo ^ tTOr Wfl ^7^1^/71^/2010/63 3lTO 20 3^, 2010 33 
t3$$J*T TO3xi7, fTFlM (3»7 TOT) ^ 33TO3 4 3T TO TOTO^Tl fdfaU, 7TTO ST^TO, RokVfl (TO 
3^?T-486889 ) 3i 33TOl3 ^ ^TT chlMdl f’l^'b, 1, q>|3TRd FT37T 77jte, <*>)d 31I cl 1-700001 3i 333fd3 *t f373T 
TTOTi I 

feuiuft 2 :3^Rf 3TfafWT ^ 3T7T 8 ^ 3TOTf 3Tt 3Tt7 «TO 3TF£3e 1TO TOT t, fTOt TOfdfeTT 3WT f : 

373N' Tpt «iWti 3flvfrr<0 : 

“8(1) TO *TOt # fTOt *]f3 3 faTO TOTT 3T7! 7 ^ 373fa <flf37J331 fTO# 3^ t, f?<R^$ 3Tf^TO 3t RlTOTO 
^ TO TO $ TO7 'Rcjpt 3T TOl fTO 3T33TTO 1 #TO3T:37T37^ fTOt 37faTO 33 37#T TO*^^ 

3it 3 333 % 317 TOtt l 
7WTOr*T : 

(1) fTT ^TRT 3i 3T^[*tl < ld 3F ^l mTtI i^T Mi’ll sim/tl TO <hl£ ‘ 5Z rf^RT TOrtt *jf3 ^f q^Mdl ^rwi^i fd^i 7 smH •hTOmiI( 
TOT TO3T t TO %ft 7)to I II TOfa TOR 31 fTOt 3PT TOm ^ 3ft* TOl TOO! | 

(2) 33-3T7T ( 1) ^ 3lTO 3cTO 37T3frT 7TSJ3 TOlTOt 3/1 fdRsld ^3 3 3lt TO^ft TO 77$37 TOlTOt TOfrTOf 3^t 

TO 7^ TO 33 3T f¥V TOTOt ^RT 3TT 3TTO ^ 3lfc T^ft 7T>ft 3?T3f7T^f 3Tt ^ ^ 37TO, ^ ^ 
3TfffTO ^ 3^ Ft, TO ^ 3?TO^ 3ft 3f TOTOT 77TOTT t, 3T eft tRT 7 3Tt 33-%IRr (1) ^ awfr 

3rf^RjjTO ^{3 ^ 3T ^ft ^fr? ^f 3T 37T 37 ^ 3Tt^337f ^ 7T3*l 33T f73t^ 3T ^Tlt ^JpT ^ f¥TO 3T ^ ^f3 

"3T 3R 37 ^ 37ftT3TT7t ^ it 3TT3t%3t 37 3133t fa^lf^it 3^t7 37T^ '5T7T 3it 3^ 3RfTOt ^ 3rf3^79 TlfFcT 
PqFH-1 Rm)^ 7773TT7 3Tt 371^ (qR?qq ^ (dH ^31 l 

(3) F7T 3T7T^ y'3t3l4tteTR3f "®ri37Tf^RTt '*^3 4’fF33S TITO TO7TT 3lt yRl<M< fF<T 33TOT 3v7^33F3>^RFtflT 
3f^ ^f3 3TfTO ^TTt ^f3 ^* 3T ?7T 37 ^ 3lfTO7 ^TT 3Tf%lfTO ^ 3Rftd 3lf% 3T7 fdt( 3Rt $ l“ 

feuiufl 3: TOt3 777337 ^^^TdTRTTOT, 1, TOf77d FT^77 ^Z, 3))dTOT-700001 3Tt TO 37 RtRto 3 ft «TRT 3 ^ 37%ft3 TO 
3i 7TTO3 R* TOf II, 735 3, 3MOTS (ii) <ik)«i 17 373^7, 1987 ilq>iRici 37^77^31 7TS3T 33 371 2839 <tr-Oof 
5 373^37, 1987 ^ 3T#T TO? 3TfTO7t ^ ^3 $ f3^33 fTO t I 

ftgteft ^7<r (%3 3T«f TTipr) m*> 

3T^f ^IdVhl^fl fdf3^f, fWt73t 

fror-Rio^d) ( tot y^r) 


[t^RP 7x<531 : *<<ri/ti<sqfdq/<i^tq/2010/63 cikItsi 20 ^di^, 2010] 

(TJT3 A«ici1 ^f 37f%fT 3it vsir^ TOTt RTTZ 37^7717 <i ^f3 ^3) 

37ftTO7 : 


5F7 

71 

3T3 

TOT 

313 

7TOT 

rtFTftd 

fvndi 

8h3TT?T 

(#TO7^f) 

^33RT 
(3^^ ^") 

fe^ruwi 

1. 

4^dl 

3Tt73T 

131 

Rf3<1dt 

Rl'lildl 

462.00 

1141.60 

3FT 






3^3 : 

462.00 

(TO33) 

1141.60 

(73333) 
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1, 3TTR *¥ 3rf5TrT RHId : 

63(RTR), 65(RTR), 66 ^ 75, 75/608, 76 ^ 79, 80(RFT), 81(RFT), 82(RFT), 83(RRT), 84 3 88, 89(RFT), 
90(RRl), 91, 92, 93(RFT), 94, 95(RFT), 96(RFT), 98(RTR), 99, 100(RTR), 101(RTR), 102(RFT), 122(RTR), 123(RTR), 
155(RTR), 156(RTR), lSSC^TFT), 159(^TFT), 159/610(RTR), 160,161(RFT), 162,163,164(RFT), 165, 166, 167(RTR), 168, 
169, 170, 171(RRT), 173(RRT), 206(RFT), 309(«TFT), 310, 311(RFT), 312, 313(*TFT>, 620/315(RTR), 316(RFT), 317 
342, 343(RFT), 344(RFT), 345(RIR), 361 (RFT), 362,362/599,363,363/600, 364^369,370(RFT), 372(RFT), 372/622(RPI), 
373,373/621,374, R^f^R^RTTR^T^Tre, 375 3 388, 389(«m), 389/623, 3903 396, 396/601,397, 397/602, 398, 399, 
400(R!R), 401,402('TFT), 409(RFT), 410(RTR), 412(RFT), 413,414,414/603(RFT), 415,416(Rm),417(RFT),418(RPT), 
419 ^ 423, 423/628, 424,424/629, 425 3 428,429(WT), 430(RTR), 432(RRT), 3?k 474(RFT) I 
RfaT TBtvfo : 

bs\ 3 3tr*r Ftcft t, afk rtr Rsfat ^ w izm 123 afo ioo 3 afa: 

3^ t?tri rt ^ im $ Trar ‘ ^ rt l^rfr t i 

TST-R V3\ f^=5 ‘73’ 3 3TRTR*ftt t, afa RTR ^ W #IT 100, 93 afft 155 ^ 3^ fVTRft ^TFF faFTK Rft Ref 
3Tf^T Tfal RT ^ itel $ CT*TT f^5 'V R7 teft $ I 

R-R ^f^‘R’3 3TR07 M TIP? T^#ft ^ W TO 155 3^156 ^ aft fwtf ^IFFftRRR Rft Raf 3rf$RT 
TftTT RT ^ *4'JKfl! $ cT^TT RfRRT «dr4j fa-wH RR «?fi<fi-5 Rft atfStR tfl*u RR f^SRT "3^PT fa’R 4 R ' RT facial 
$ I 

R-^ ^TJTRT^Mt^ WTO 156, 155 158, 206, RR: 158,159, 161,159/610, 164, 

167, 173, 171, 311,309,313,316, 620/315 aft 429 3 aftRRRT *FfTRrftRRR (^-ReTPF V) R*f arf%T RtRT 
RT ^ itm ™ WTT 429 aft 428 Rft “tst" xr f^TeTtft ft 

T-R 37R*Rtftftft a^Rm^ft^ W^5RT429,430,432,418, 474, 417, 416,409 aft 410 3 

3ft TO TORF f^RTK V) Rft ^ ^RPR ^ TlTO Tp^ft f RT W #1 

^-■55 ^^^'^37^^1^^^1^^^^1410,412,414/603 ^T: 412 3^C 402 ^ afa itfpgX] 

f^RTR-II Rft T* #RT R7 ^ FlTO ipR?ft t W R7 fRcT?ft 1 

®-RT ^STT ^ 31RW7 irfl 1 3^ RTR^ W402, 400, 389 RR> f^RT RTORR W, 372, 372/622, 

HRi 372, 370, 361,343, 344, 345, 65 63 $ I^R ’pr# ♦ 7T«7T W #1163 afk 80 R$ ^ 

‘RT’RTli^ftt I 

RT-'Sr t7gTf^5‘RT’^3TRXRFl7ftl a^UTR i^ft ^ W^SRT 80, 82, 81,83 afa 89 ^FfoRipRlft i R«F ^5 V 
RT r^dcfl I 

37RSR^la^TnR^^^W^HT89, 90, 96,95,98, 102, 101 aft 122 3#FR!FR?ft 
f R«Rfa5 ‘RT’RTf^ftf I 

RT-RT 122 3^ 123 3tSTRfaw ‘RT' 

RTtoft t I 


[RST. U 43015/37/2009-Rta^Rail^^-1 ] 
RR. Wl^R, m< RfRR 


New Delhi, 15th December, 2010 

S.O. 3056. —Whereas by the Notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Coal number S.0.447 
dated the 1st February, 2010, issued under sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and 
Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957) (herein after referred to as the said Act) and published in the Gazette of India, Part-II, 
section 3, sub-section (ii), dated the 13th February, 2010, the Central Government gave notice of its intention to prospect 
for coal in 462.00 hectares (approximately) or 1141.60 acres (approximately) of the lands in the locality specified in the 
Schedule annexed to that notification; 


And, whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that coal is obtainable in a part of the said lands prescribed in 
the Schedule appended to this notification; 





[W\ Il—xang 3(ii)] _ mm TPTO : t^RK 18, 2010/ 4^ 1 ^1 27, 1932 _ 8797 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 7 of the Coal Bearing Areas 

(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957, the Central Government hereby gives notice of its intention to acquire foe land 

measuring 462.00 hectares (approximately) or 1141.60 acres (approximately) and all rights in or over the said lands, 

described in the Schedule appended hereto. 

Note: 1 The plan bearing number NCL/HQ/Revenue/2010/63 dated the 20th July, 2010 of the area covered by this 
notification may be inspected at foe office of foe Collector, Singrauli (Madhya Pradesh) or at foe office of foe 
Northern Coalfields Limited, Revenue Section, Singrauli (Madhya Pradesh - 486 889) or at the Office of foe 
Coal Controller, 1, Council House Street, Kolkata -700 001 

Note: 2 Attention is hereby invited to the provisions of foe Section 8 of foe said Act which provides as follows: - 

Objections to Acquisition: 

“8(1) Any person interested in any land in respect of which a notification under section 7 has been issued, may, within 

thirty days of foe issue of foe notification, object to foe acquisition of foe whole or any part of foe land or of any 
rights in or over such land. 

Explanation: 

(1) It shall not be an objection within the meaning of this section for any person to say that he himself desires to 
undertake mining operation in foe land for foe production of Coal and that such operations should not be 
undertaken by foe Central Government or any other person. 

(2) Every objection under sub-section (I) shall be made to foe Competent Authority in writing and foe competent 
authority shall give foe objector an opportunity of being heard either in person or by a legal practitioner and 
shall, after hearing all such objections and after making such further enquiry, if any, as he thinks necessary, either 
make a report in respect of foe land which has been notified under sub-section (I) of Section 7 or of rights in or 
over such land, or make different reports in respect of different parcels of such land or of rights in or over such 
land, to foe Central Government containing his recommendations on foe objections, together with foe record of 
the proceedings held by him, for the decision of that Government. 

(3) For the purpose of this section, a person shall be deemed to be interested in land who would be entitled to claim 
an interest in compensation if foe land or any rights in or over such land were acquired under this Act.” 

Note: 3. The Coal Controller, 1, Council House Street, Kolkata -700001, has been appointed by foe Central Government 

as the Competent Authority under section 3 of the said Act by notification number S.0.2839, dated the 5th 
October, 1987 published in the Gazette of India, Part-II, section-3, sub-section (ii) dated October 17,1987. 

SCHEDULE 

Mehrauli West (Dip North Side) Block 

Northern Coalfields Limited, Singrauli 

District - Singruall (Madhya Pradesh) 


(Plan bearing number NCL/HQ /Revenue/2010/63 dated foe 20th July, 2010) 
(Showing plot-wise land to be acquired in village Medhauli) 

All Rights: 


SL 

No. 

Monza/ 

village 

Police 

Thana 

Village 

number 

Name of 
Tahsil 

Name of 
District 

Area 

(in hectares) 

Area Remarks 

(in acres) 

1 . 

Medhauli 

Morwa 

131 

Singrauli 

Singrauli 

462.00 

1141.60 Part 






Total Area: 

462.00 

(Approximately) 

1141.60 

(Approximately) 


Plot numbers to be acquired in village Medhauli: . 

63(p), 65(p), 66 to 75,75/608,76 to 79,80(p), 81 (p), 82(p), 83(p), 84 to 88,89(p), 90(p), 91,92,93(p), 94,95(p) 96(p), 
98(p),99,100(p), 101 (p), 102(p), 122(p), 123(p), 155(p), 156(p), 158(p), 159(p), 159/610(p), 160,161(p), 162,163, 
164(p), 165,166,167(p), 168 t 169,170,171 (p), 173(p), 206(p), 309(p), 310,311 (p), 312,313(p), 620/315(p), 316(p), 
317to 342,343(p), 344(p), 345{p), 361 (p), 362,362/599,363, 363/600,364to 369,370(p), 372(p), 372/622(p), 373, 


4649 Gl/10—4 
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373/621,374, One unnumbered part plot, 375 to 388,389(p), 389/623,390 to 396,396/601,397,397/602,398,399, 
400(p),401,402(p),409(p),410(p)412(p)413,414,414/603(p),415,416(p),4I7(p),418(p),419to423,423/628,424, 
424/629,425 to 428,429(p),430(p), 432{p) and 474(p). 

Boundary Description: 

A-B The line starts from point “A” and passes through Plot Nos. 123 and 100 of village Medhauli and passes over 

the previously acquired boundary of Nigahi Block extension and meets at point “B”. 

BC Line starts from point “B” and passes through plot Nos. 100,93 and 155 of village Medhauli and passes over 

the previously acquired boundry of Nigahi Block extension and meets at point “C”. 

CD Line starts from point “C" and passes through plot nos. 155 and 156 of village Medhauli and passes over the 

previously acquired boundary of Nighai Block Extension and meets at common point “D” situated over 
previously acquired boundary of Jayant Block extension (Sub Block V), 

DE Line starts from point M D M and passes through plot nos. 15$ 155,158,206 again 158,159,161,159/610,164,167, 

173,171,311,309,313,316,620/315 and 429 of village Medhauli and passes over the previously acquired 
boundary of Jayant Block Extension (Sub Block V) and meets on common plot boundary of plot nos. 429 and 
428at point M E’\ 

E-F Line starts from point “ E” and passes through plot nos. 429,430,432,418,474,417,416,409 and 410 of village 

Medhauli and passes over the previous acquired boundary of Jayant Block Extension (Sub Block V) and 
meets at point **F\ 

FG Line starts from point “F" and passes through plot nos. 410,412,414/603, again 412, and 402 of village Medhauli 

aid passes over the previously acquired boundry of Dudhuchua Block Extension-!! and meets at point “G”. 

OH Line starts from point “G” and passes through plot nos. 402,400.3 89, one unnumbered plot, 3 72,3 72/622, 
again 372,370,361,343,344,345,65 and 63 of village Medhauli and meets on common plot boundary of plot 
nos. 63 and 80 at point “H*\ 

H-I Line starts from point “H" and passes throughput Nos. 80*82,81,83 and 89 ofYUlage Medhauli and meets atpoint‘T\ 

I-J Line starts from pointT* and passes through plot nos. 89,90,96,95,98,102,101 and 122 of village Medhauli 

and meets at Point ‘T\ 

J -A Line starts from point “J” and passes through plot nos. 122 and 123 of village Medhauli and meets at starting 

point “A”. 

[F. No. 43015/37/2009* PRIW-I] 

_ M. SHAHABUDEEN, Under Secy. 

*r*r£, tsrro 3frt f*nmr 

27H2TRT, 2010 

^JT.3?T, 3057.—Wfa ^ fwt 1987 ^ fW7, 7 ^ (1) ^ ^ (3^) ^ 

q<i\6Ki atftrcjfau nrtfir $ % ^ ^ ^ (ntf) ^ 7 Ftr/f^ 




wiHVfl wto wr* (nsf) 

Tm<tFT WTT ftfa 


(0 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

3TT i T$T 14255 : 1955 ^ 

1 

1, 2010 

1-12-2010 

4K(0q nft 9 ,ttif :c n 7 f, ^ (scnl-i10002, 


'flten, thraferaf: q^isidl, Jwk, 

tot, yh £ i 


Alfa *.27-11-2010 

:^09/zt-106] 

3TH. d'h-t)«bt 
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MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS, FOOD AND PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 
(Departmeutof Consumer Affairs) 

BUREAU OF INIDIAN STANDARDS 
New Delhi, die 27th November, 2010 

S.O, 3057.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987,the 
Bueau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that amendment to the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the 
Schedule hereto annexed has been issued: 


SCHEDULE 


SI. No. 

No. & Year of the 

Indian Standards 

No. & year of the 
Amendment 

Date from which 
the Amendment 
shall have effect 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 . 

IS 14255:1995Aerial bunched 
cables—for working voltages 
up to and including 1100 Volts— 
Specification 

01, October 2010 

1-12-2010 

* 


Copy of this Amendment is available with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah Zafar 
Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices.New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch Offices: 
Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneswar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, Pune, 
Thiruv ananthapuram. 

Date: 27-11-2010 

[Ref: ET 09/T-106] 
R. K. TREHAN, Scientist-F & Head Electrotechnical 
CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 30th November; 2010 


S.O. 3058.—In the Notification of this Ministry, S.O. No. 908 dated 25 th March, 2010 published in the Gazette of 
India-Part II, Section3(ii), for the week April 4—April 10,2010atpageNo. 1772, it is observed that there are certain errors 
in the notification (English Version) which have been listed below:— 


SL No. 

No. & Year of the Indian 
Standards Cancelled 

Details sent 

Details 

published 

Correction 

required 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

1 . 

IS 7999:1998/ISO 

5494:1978 Sensory 
analys is-Apparatus- 
Tasting glass for liquid 
products (First Revision) 

IS 7999:1998/ISO 

5494:1978 Sensory 
Apparatus-Tasting 
glass for liquid products 
(First Revision) 

S.O.No.1743 

Dated:05-09-1998 

IS 7999:1988/ 

ISO 5494:1978 

S.O.No.1743 

Dated: 05-09-1990 

Year of the standards 
to be corrected as 

1996 

Date of S.O. No. to 

becooectcdas 

OMMM 

1 

IS 8574:1977 Specification 
for maize suzi or rava 
(Semolina) 

IS 8574:1977 

IS 8574:1988 

Yevof the Standard 
to be corrected as 

1977 

3. 

IS 8806:1978 Specification 
for pan goods 
confectionery (dragees) 

IS 8806:1978 

IS 8806:1988 

YevoftheStndard 
to be corrected as 

1978 


[Ref FAIYG-128] 
Dr. R. K. BAJAJ, Scientist F & Head (Pood&Agri.) 
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1 tW^7,2010 


3059.—Wfa *TFT^ fWT 1987 (1) ^73^ (73) ^ 3PJWT V ^TFBT 

^srt ^ ^^ i; w a & (^f) TT^n^pT f^n M t :- 



37q 

TO 

TTyfffiPT STTTrfa (3Jf) 3>t TO 

7mm ¥1 wn dfa fhfa 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

3n&7T ism (iqjTT 1) ; 2002 

4,33^2010 

oi ^rc*m, 2010 


V* W(ft3 3Jt 37f7P7T Wfa iTRTr JTFPE *PR, 9, if 110002, ^FTfePtf: 

^sm f st«5l»w, -&$, ci«n i\m 3*§*wk, ^ncfe:, *fcm, tern., 

^FPJ7, 3FT57, im, ^ cT*TT fcT^TH^l^q ?7J f i 

%fa :01-12-2010 


[7^4 :$B23/^-82] 
sir ?£. V*. #$nfo?r~7?v t*? -^73 forger wW 
New Delhi, the 1st December, 2010 

S.O. 3059.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rules (I) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards 
Rules, 1987, the Bueau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that amendment to the Indian Standards, particulars of which are 
given in the Schedule hereto annexed has been issued: 


SCHEDULE 


SI. No. 

No. & Year of the 

No. & year of the 

Date from which 


Indian Standards 

Amendment 

the Amendment 
shall have effect 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

IS 15111: (Part 1): 2002 Self 

Ballasted Lamps For General 

Lighting Services Part 1 Safety 
Requirements 

4 November, 2010 

01 Jan, 2011 


Copy of this Amendment is available with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah Zafar 
Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch Offices: Ahmedabad, 
Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, Pune, 
Thiruvanathapuram. 

[Ref;ET23/T-82] 

R K. TREHAN, Scientist-F & Head Electrotechnical 
1 2010 

3vr.3tT. 3060.—*TR7Tfa 3JJ7T fWT 1987 ^ 7 ^ ^ifTO ( 1) ^ 733? (73) ^ 3PJWT 3 ^ 

37f%r^T w f % ## ^ t^TT ttfpf («tf) wM f 




sfm 

wn 

RFPTT (37f) 371 WIT 

M 37k?fH3r 

frefttpr ^ 3 h frrfa 

TffflfcRr 

(0 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

l. 

3T1&S2418 ( *TPT 1) : 1977 

6, 3^37, 2008 

01 ^m7t,20!0 

2 

3TTftRT2418 (*TPT 1) : 1977 

7, 37^7, 2010 

Oi 2010 
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^ TOfa TrfNf TOfa TOF RH3> TOT, 9, W TO^ 10002, «t>I^l<rf4T 

^ ^i> "5*^ cT®n TOTT «hl^<lT 3IFRR131R, ^k, *Nc!, 7 T^IFT^t, IWK, 

VZU, ^*t <f*TT ftfM'ltflSm 3 f^sFt ^5 “dWM**? $ l 

: 01 - 12-2010 

[*M :f£ 23/St-20] 
aTR, ^T, ihnfW-RJF R3 3T3^ fasjd 
New Delhi, the 1st December, 2010 

S.O. 3060.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rules (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards 
Rules, 1987, the Bueau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that amendment to the Indian Standards, particulars of which are 
given in the Schedule hereto annexed has been issued: 

SCHEDULE 


SI. No. 

No. & Year of the 

Indian Standards 

No. & year of the 
Amendment 

Date from which 
the Amendment 
shall have effect 

(1) 

(2) 

( 3 ) 

( 4 ) 

1. 

IS 2418: (Part 1): 1977 

Tubular Flourescent Lamps For 

General Lighting Service Part 1 
Requirements And Tests 
(First Revision) 

6 October, 2008 

01 Jan, 2011 

2. 

IS 2418: (Parti): 1977 

Tubular Flourescent Lamps For 

General Lighting Service Part 1 
Requirements And Tests 
(First Revision) 

7 October; 2010 

01 Jan, 2011 


Copy of this Amendment are available with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah Zafar 
Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch Offices: Ahmedabad, 
Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, Pune, 
Thim v anathapuram, 

Date: 01-12-2010 

(Ref: ET 23/T-20] 

R K. TREHAN, Scientist-F & Head Electrotechnical 


2^W7, 2010 

W,3TT, 3061,—^5^ T-iAR 1987 ^ Pimm 7 ^ ^hPimh ( 1) ^'■s (13) ^ ai^tRvi k' 'RTRTkT hiimj 

y,c1^5ltl «Fvn ^ f3> *ui«h (®Ft) f^RTT 






sFT 

Jim 

TOfa RTO WIT, 

M afk 

Jim aik ffifa 

iFtfafa 

(0 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

l. 

11827 £008 ^^T WT- 

^ (^FRI 

TTTTkPT WTT 1, 2010 

31 aRRjsR, 2010 

2 

anfRtf 15053:2001 RkrtW*!- 
500 3TR ^ Mil) 

^ fclR gl&lfeEb fro 

wror arfenk 

#tTWH l, ar^R, 2010 

31 at^T, 2010 
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W TmhFT ^ TlW *TTkk V FP* ^ *TFFF «TcR ( 9, W *FFT mf, ^ krcft-10002, eiHk ^mfckf ^ 
kFeft, ^kF^rar, msks, ct«tt ttfst ^mkkf kmk, ktora, <hkH^ , TpiFTk, &<kmk , 

, ^TFTJ?, TPFp, ■jk (T«TT f^FRTFpM k ksffr t I 


[Wf :k^/kt-16] 
A k. fi&F, ktlfm* ‘Tjrq** TFJ^ (k i J5t) 


New Delhi, the 2nd December, 2010 

S.O. 3061,—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rules (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards 
Rules, 1987, the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that amendment to the Indian Standards, particulars of which 
are given in the Schedule hereto annexed have been issued : 


SCHEDULE 


SI. No. 

No. & Year of the 

Indian Standards 

No. & year of the 
Amendment 

Date from which 
the Amendment 
shall have effect 

(1) 

(2) 

( 3 ) 

( 4 ) 

1. 

IS 11827:2008 Automotive vehicles- 
Calibration of speedometer-Method 
of evaluation (second revision) 

Amendment No. 1, October, 2010 

31 October, 2010 

Z 

IS 15053 :2001 Shipbuilding-Hydraulic 
steeting gears for vessel below 500 
GRT-General requirements 

Amendment No. 1, October, 2010 

31 October, 2010 


Copy of this standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah 
ZafarMarg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkatta, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune, Thiruvanathapuram. 

[Ref: TED/G-16] 

T. V. SINGH, Scientist ‘F’ & Head (Transport Engg.) 


2k*F3R, 2010 


W.3R. 3062,—’IPRfk RTO fkT*T 1987 kfWT 7 k (]) ^7^ (^) k srpm k mcfk mm 

srfkTjfkcr «Mfli $ k> k fks T nj mi*R) (^f) k Tmkrr fmm rnrt/kk "ok ^ 



Tmtfrnr mkk mm (*k) wn, 
ak kHm 

kkm #n ak fhfk 

TmfcR rTFf FR 

ktfwfk 

(O 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

3T1&7T 15337 2003- ^ WT 

enfk mt WT ^ %tr mlddR atFnfk 
mtm-kfkfk 

7mm WIT 1, 2010 

30 mm, 2010 
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TTTTiR'l RF>t mRi RTCcftR hH<+> « £ j^, RH«fi RR-f, 9, <^5i^ TTfF '*i'+><. HI 1 !, R^ f^crO-10002, c bi < 4ci t i[ R^ , 
terror, rrt ttrrt 3w<rai«, RReta, Rtro, trorc, rtrsc 

R5IR33, ii 1 iTOTT, ^ RRT f^t ^ ^ l 

Wi : 02 - 12-2010 

[RR^ :Tn^tet 24/3-42] 
Rt. rW, ^ i Pw t '^' T^'u^sr (TOtrf) 
New Delhi, the 2nd December, 2010 

S.O. 3062.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rules (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards 
Rules, 1987, the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the 
Schedule hereto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each : 

SCHEDULE 


SI. No. 

No. and Title of the standard (s) 

No. & year of the 
Amendment 

Date from which 
the Amendment 
shall have effect 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

IS 15337:2003 -Coal tar based 
anticorrosion tape for protection of 
underground mild steel pipelines- 
Specification 

Amendment No. 1, November, 2010 

30 November, 2010 


Copy of this Amendment is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur 
Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices:New Delhi, Kolkatta, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also 
Branch Offices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. 

Date: 02-12-2010 

[Ref: MTD 24/T42] 
P. GHOSH, Sc *F' & Head (Met Engg.) 

3 MRRT, 2010 

RTT.3TT. 3063.—RTT#1 RTRRT ^ fRRR 1987 R?fRRR 7 ^ (1) (TI) ^ 3 RTRfa RTRRT 

Tj^gRT $ fRT fm RR?ftR hh^I Ri fq«K u l rH 3^41 frtRRR ^ RTRR7 ) rf R7TtRR fRTRT RRT/f*>4 

£ 




9FR 

RTTtfRR RTTRTR RTRR7 Rft W5I 

rMrr w fhfa 

Rf7T?RR 

7R5TT 

3^ R4 



(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

3TT^RR 4253 (RTR2) : 2008 TO? 

WR TTfe- r^fVlHe : RTR 2 TO? 
sfk TRT (^RR 

RTTlRR R 1, 3TRRR7, 2010 

31 2010 


RTTlRR R»t TrfRRT RTTRtR R1RRT RTRRT RRR, 9, RFT^ W Wfl RFf, Rf f^rft-l 10002, TOffaRf: 

M Tpzi rrt im \ toM : 3i*h«mk, with, rtto, 

WTR, TO$L RTmjL TOT, ^ RRT 1%?RRRTFpR 3 3RR^T £ I 

Mr : 03-12-2010 

[*M : RR £ ^./^t-2:l] 

Rt. Ri. ^T, q*nfRRJ *R9> ’ RR RRTR (RffRRJ ^'jTIPi-hR*I) 
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New Delhi, the 3rd December, 2010 

S.O. 3063.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rules (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards 
Rules, 1987, the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the amendments to Indian Standards, particulars of which 
are given in the Schedule hereto annexed have been issued: 


SCHEDULE 


SI. No. 

No. and year of the 

Indian Standards 

No. and year of the 
amendment 

Date from which 
the Amendment 
shall have effect 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

IS 4253 (Part 2):2008 Cork composition 
sheets-Specification Part 2 Cork and 
rubber (Second Revision) 

Amendment No. 1, October, 2010 

31 October, 2010 


Copy of this standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah 
Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices:New Delhi, Kolkatta, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Offices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, 
Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. 

Date:03-12-2010 


[Ref: MED/G-2:1] 

C. K VEDA, Sc. ‘F’ & (Head Mechanical Engineering) 
twt, 8 ftTTUH, 2010 

^>T.3TT, 3064.—*inri«hl<i ^ hhVi) fi'HH, 1976 ^ 10 ^"3^ PiMH 

(4) ^ 37^7^1 $ TT^T^TT 3lfc (^31113^ fad 0*1 faMOl) ^ ft WTI*T 

fa <c fSTT TT T Pi 4 Hh fa pMfdfofl TritferiT, fa^rfa 80 fa % f%-<0 itH TtPFT '3T feFH 

t, fat Wt $ 

1. 43 HAM ffalri, 

fafar if>Z TTT-2 

fa-1, ffafa, 

TTlT-rT THT, ^jfa-411 018 

[#Sqi: 1011 / 1 / 2008 -fHt] 
■srafa WT71, 4 ^=ki ufriq 


New Delhi, the 8th December, 2010 

S.O. 3064.—In pursuance of Sub-rule (4) of Rule 10 of the Official Language (use for official purpose of the 
Union) Rules, 1976 the Central Government hereby notifies the following office of Central Warehousing Corporation under 
the administrative control of the Ministry of Consumer Affairs, Food & Public Distribution (Depth of Food & Public 
Distribution), where of more than 80% of staff have acquired the working knowledge of Hindi: 

1. Central Warehousing Corporation, 

Container Freight Station, 

F-H Block, Plot No. 1, MIDC, 

Pimpari, Yashwant Nagar, 

PUNE-411018 


[No. E-l 1011/1/2008-Hindi] 
NAVEEN PRAKASH, Jt Secy. 





[m \\-~-ms 3(n)]_ *TRcf jtjjg : 18, 2010/3^3^ 27, 1932 * 

Q z lfcw q % >i^T?ra 

13 2010 

^T. 31T. 3065. HPrf Wffl #3#Ff 5f ‘OF 3ffgm sritrf #TT I f^wr 

fapfe % 3 trj g^s.’T % ^cff ?R <r ^i#Tm feR sTtctm % wmm ef^r % &r % faftR 
flwr g ^TRFrfr-3Tf rfcp> ^ fer fefrf^fe^r 

finffe ttrt fiprag^T - ^tf - ^rI fcrsi? ^ht grf^ ; 

m, MT7TT FRRT c£t 33 tT WRJRg fc^H % $%?R 3> foq tR? 3W39*R> g^TrT % fa>, ^ 

h, f^i% %rr f&m ^t g^R % 3 ?f Rt 3 #^rt h 397*5 

3g^T h 1, 39#t % 3#r?k ^r 3^ tor rr; 


3Rs, m, ^rt w<m, ^tf^m t#r (*jfa *t 3g#T 3» stftor ^t 3pr) 

1962 (1962g5f50)c£f£JFT3 (1) 5RT 93R $|fefRfr #T 3RT 

§q, 33<f 39979 £ 3#^R cRT 3F*fr apft % OT% 3TT§FT^?fmr^tl; 

cqfer, *?r 399 sgqgr Jr #tft *jFr ^ %r^l, 39 cfFR % frrtfafr toi 3#Pfr m\ 
3 99 399177 (1) $ 3|#r Sfrft 3rflTf£HT «&t gfcRT #OT RFfT ^T 39^39 9FT.£r 
rrt W, fer % #ft % gft tff^fT^f fesr^ RFt % fcR 39 ftFt % ^mr 
% 3{rh ^ Hem Jf 4r %. rtf^r, *m grfWr, ifatf jpg^tferc falls', g. 

67-U-21/2, uift^i, ^ 3gft gfora> ^r % gM, rt. 9T.39T, ggfcgRT - 533 003, 
’tern i^ht, strj yfe$ tth* ^r f^fer Jf mw pfenr, 


^/ fngpB 

fer^n sqfWr nTWT 

nR s 3 trj gtn 




31R.3Tt.g. ^f?T 


^ e / ^ fetot ^f. 

HE 

IkSESS 

HUBBUB 



S f r . 

RR 

ratR 

i 

2 

3 

4 

5 


50/3 

00 

00 

49 

50/5 

00 

07 

89 

51/3 

od 

15 

10 

51/4^t 

00 

09 

40 

51/2 

00 

01 

91 

51/1 

00 

12 

86 

5l/4gt 

00 

02 

48 

51/4U 

00 

02 

80 

51/5 

00 

00 

05 

48/3^t 

00 

13 

63 

48/1 

00 

00 

10 

48/3HI 

00 

25 

35 

47/ltr 

00 

12 

09 

47/2 

00 

01 

91 

47/1* _ .. 


00 

70 


1649 GI/10—5 
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3 

1 4 

s 1 

9 Zmvfomi&refa#'-) 140/1 

00 

— 

efe — 

' 140/2 

00 

13 

02 

140/3ij 

00 

12 

40 

140/3# 

00 

17 

20 

141/2 

00 

01 

58 

150/1 

00 

11 

07 

141/3*? 

00 

26 

90 

142 

00 

05 

86 

147/3 

00 

18 

14 

146 

00 

45 

23 


pSTTi. 14014/102/2010 
W TO, 3Tcrr 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS 


New Delhi, the 13th December, 2010 


S.O. 3065. Whereas it appears to Government of India that it is necessary in public 
interest that for the transportation of natural gas from on-shore gas processing terminal at 
Kakinada on East Coast of Andhra Pradesh of M/s Reliance Industries Limited, to 
consumers in various parts of the country, Vijayawada-Nellore-Chennai Pipeline should 
be laid by M/s Rclogistics Infrastructure Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears to Government of India that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the Right of User in land under which the said pipeline 
is proposed to be laid and which are described in the Schedule annexed here to; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962), the Government of India hereby declares its intention to acquire the Right 
of User therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may. within twenty-one 
days from the date on which the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, are made available to the general 
public, object in writing to the acquisition of Right of the User therein for laying the 
pipeline under the land to Shri K. Gangachalam, Competent Authority, Relogistics 
Infrastructure Limited, D.No. 67-11-21/2 Savisuja, Opp, New Centuary Public School, 
L.B. Nagar, Kakinada - 533003, East Godavari District, Andhra Pradesh State. 
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Schedule 


Mandai/Tehsil/Taluk:Penugonda 

District:West Godavari 

State: Andhra Pradesh 

Village 

Survey No./Sub-Division No. 

Area to be acquired for ROU 



Hec 

Are 

C-Are 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1) Dongaravipalem 

50/3 

00 

00 

49 

50/5 

00 

07 

89 

51/3 

00 

15 

10 

51/4C 

00 

09 

40 

51/2 

00 

01 

91 

51/1 

00 

12 

86 

51/4B 

00 

02 

48 

51/4 A 

00 

02 

80 

51/5 

00 

00 

05 

48/3B 

00 

13 

63 

48/1 

00 

00 

10 

48/3C 

00 

25 

35 

47/1A 

00 

12 

09 

47/2 

00 

01 

91 

47/1B 

00 

00 

70 

140/1 

00 

00 

06 

140/2 

00 

13 

02 

140/3 A 

00 

12 

40 

140/3B 

00 

17 

20 

141/2 

00 

01 

58 

150/1 

00 

11 

07 

141/3A 

00 

26 

90 

142 

00 

05 

86 

147/3 

00 

18 

14 

. 

146 

00 

45 

23 


{F. No. L-14014/102/201 (H3P] 
SNEH P. MADAN. Under Secy. 


13 2010 

g>T. 3TT. 3066.— 3^ <£f tofrcT % grfcr ^TcTT t 3 tomft % m 

icM qcil S T tofa-toij 3) ztof % &T % fclto toft $ OTntoF3fi yTc^te ?jn ^ 

HftdiH % to 3^R#WT fcttol SRT ^R^-<d^^lRn MISMMI5H ^pfr 

^T, KTTrT TO>R 3^7 fWsn% £ nton £ to n? 3TTcRns*> 9?ft?T ittlT % fc 33 ^ *f, tofc 

^ft?TT 33tT qi^MMl'fH toljf 3# ^T 53713 % $IT tff $3 3lft<£HI % 35WS 3FJ^t *t crf^fcT %, 3^qVT % 
37toTT to to Tfltr; 

ams, 3m, w nmar, frflton 3ftr Tito mwmwjh (*jpr $ ton % sttorc $r tor) toto 1962 
(1962 50) c&sim 3 s& 3 <tfim (1) skt nsm sitontTm tor to 55 , to ton £ 37 torr na 

to to £ 3m% 3nm sir tor? tor%; 

ailf mto, ^ 33rT 37^t $ nto ^ ftos %, 3n nto % toir gnn srfton sit *mt 3 ^wri 
(i ) ^ ^nft ^ ^ gfrraf ^iwr^t ^r?tt ^>tt ^ W, to $ to 

Tjpr % 3ft wmre n to % to ton $ 3rtoR $ to $ #r 3 «St i ototon, nan 

toto, ftoto&n toto, n.9it/63t, TTngwigjn, $tor toa & to, - 

639001, d tote sit itto to ton to tori 
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TTKT 8 




ftrc dci^i 


N&rc 

qnt 



2 

3 

4 

5 

l ) HRKMrtW 

57/2 

00 

04 

86 


57/1 

00 

00 

46 


297 

00 

00 

62 


57/3 

00 

01 

90 


58 

00 

40 

93 


59/2 

00 

32 

43 


30 2/1 

00 

40 

02 


301/5 

00 

16 

18 


301/4 

00 

07 

66 


301/1 

00 

06 

00 


63/3 

^ ft 

25 

87 


63/2 

00 

30 

30 


287/6 

00 

00 

73 


287/5 

00 

26 

43 


84 

GO 

01 

81 


87 

00 

01 

28 


85 

00 

01 

77 


2 84/1 

00 

13 

60 


86 

00 

21 

87 


286 

00 

08 

25 


89 

00 

02 

00 


88 

00 

05 

37 


285 

00 

17 

73 


281 

00 

25 

20 


283/1 

00 

39 

10 


283/2 

00 

00 

13 


2 83/3 

00 

09 

39 


283/4 

00 

01 

22 


2 82/3 

00 

07 

85 








•WI^RRl 


173/5 

00 

02 

17 

173/4 

00 

29 

03 

173/2 

00 

01 

13 

172/2 

00 

01 

28 

^ 'T. 172/1 $ W 

00 

08 

30 

171/1 

00 

01 

91 

171/2 

00 

29 

02 

171/3 

00 

2 7 

44 
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1 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

i) ffim) 

170/1# 

00 

25 

69 

2 ) 

321 %j\m 

00 

07 

75 

323/2# 

00 

13 

29 


323/2n 

00 

09 

17 


?T. 324 

00 

06 

37 


325/3 

00 

39 

29 


337/3 

00 

31 

50 


337/4 

00 

01 

42 


337/7 

00 

02 

06 


330 

00 

45 

95 


351/25 

00 

55 

51 


351/2^ 

00 

32 

75 


352 

00 

02 

22 


357 

00 

29 

13 


363 

00 

08 

02 


364 

00 

18 

29 


365/3 

00 

36 

30 


373 if ^TM 

00 

07 

49 


377/2#1 

00 

01 

82 


377/2# 

00 

16 

34 


377/2#2 

00 

26 

89 


377/3II 

00 

03 

26 


377/3# 

00 

07 

44 


377/3# 

00 

09 

33 


383/1# 

00 

46 

67 


383/1#4# 

00 

10 

31 


383/2 

00 

00 

33 


383/3U 

00 

00 

10 


384 

00 

98 

32 


385/ltl 

00 

35 

09 


385/1# 

00 

22 

99 


387/1 

00 

72 

04 

3 ) vifieK , tft4>l«Wf 

164 

00 

48 

37 

163/2 

00 

00 

77 


163/3# 

00 

00 

17 


163/4 

00 

06 

43 


163/5 

00 

23 

05 


163/6# 

00 

04 

49 


163/6H 

00 

32 

38 


166/ltrl 

00 

15 

52 


166/1^2 

00 

34 

21 


166/1U3 

00 

24 

73 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

ty i ! ^ e ■ i cTnci^HBBi 

167/3# 

00 

09 

23 


166/2^ 

00 

05 

43 


170 

00 

00 

53 


169/6# 

00 

61 

60 


153/1 

00 

13 

61 


153/2 

00 

13 

52 


153/3 

00 

09 

69 


153/5 

00 

03 

64 


153/4 

00 

05 

55 


153/6 

00 

11 

76 


149/1 

00 

19 

78 


149/2q 

00 

00 

47 


149/2# 

00 

01 

62 


149/2# 

00 

07 

32 


^ 'T. 149/3 %rm 

00 

03 

42 


149/4 

00 

14 

82 


150 

00 

42 

59 


135/3 

00 

00 

24 


135/2 

00 

19 

32 


135/4 

00 

19 

96 


133/Iti 

00 

01 

41 


133/1# 

00 

01 

38 


133/2 

00 

00 

76 


133/2tr1 

00 

06 

92 


133/3 

00 

10 

39 


133/4 

00 

06 

01 


132/2# 

00 

17 

42 


130/4 

00 

15 

77 


130/3# 

00 

12 

83 


130/6 

00 

30 

64 


123/8 

00 

24 

50 


129/5II 

00 

04 

94 


12 6/1^1 

00 

01 

42 


124/2 

00 

06 

16 


124/3 

00 

06 

33 


124/4 

00 

12 

94 


124/11# 

00 

27 

68 


1 2 6/1t?2 

00 

20 

79 


125/1 

00 

17 

24 


125/2 

00 

15 

23 


105/4 if TFRTT 

00 

03 

29 


105/5^1# 

00 

30 

00 
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1 

: r " * 

3 

J 1 

5 


105/5*3 

00 

25 

41 


104/1 

00 

02 

03 


222 

00 

25 

44 


104/5 

00 

02 

41 


103/6 

00 

08 

51 

4 ) fawnwRlR 

flcf Tf, 2/117 if xm 

00 

11 

94 


2/1*1 

00 

12 

49 


2 / 1*2 

00 

36 

32 


2/2 

00 

27 

84 


3%Tm 

00 

11 

40 


10 6/3 

00 

34 

22 


106/4H 

00 

02 

04 


105 

00 

41 

47 


106/4* 

00 

06 

99 


10 6/6 

00 

06 

62 


110/511 

00 

03 

11 


110/6* 

00 

00 

10 


110/7<I 

00 

25 

32 


110/7<ft 

00 

02 

07 


119/4 

00 

16 

91 
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256/3 

00 

00 

32 


255/2u 

00 

00 

10 


255/2# 

00 

24 

19 


255/2# 

00 

23 

19 


289/3 

00 

20 

52 


2 89/4 ^ TPRTT 

00 

02 

39 


289/7 

00 

00 

48 
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1 

3 ) (fa^) 
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T 


2 

1 3 

4 1 

5 1 

289/6 

00 

mum 


289/8 

00 

28 

19 

289/10 

00 

02 

64 

289/12tj 

00 

02 

72 

276 

00 

12 

98 

289/11 

00 

03 

72 

275/6# 

00 

03 

40 

275/6# 

00 

02 

50 

275/6tr 

00 

17 

81 

275/5 

00 

29 

59 

i&l. 279 if 

00 

12 

52 

275/4 

00 

00 

10 

280 

00 

08 

60 

273 

00 

54 

58 

275/3# 

00 

02 

03 

275/3U 

00 

07 

37 

271 

00 

58 

50 

^ T. 2 67/1 if TT^TT 

00 

02 

89 

2 67/25 

00 

18 

72 

2 67/2# 

00 

42 

53 

2 67/2# 

00 

13 

65 


[^TU tt^.-!40:4/9! ' 

WT 'T<P 


2010 -^. 41 ] 


New Delhi, the 13th December, 2010 

S. O. 3066.—whereas it appears to Government of India that it is necessary in public interest that 
for the transportation of Natural Gas from terminal point of Vijayawada - Nellore - Chennai pipeline 
near Tiruttani in TamilNadu to consumers in various parts of the country, Chennai - Tuticorm pipeline 
should be laid by M/s Relogistics Infrastructure Limited; 


And, whereas, it appears to Government of India that for the purpose of laying such pipeline, it is 
necessary to acquire the Right of User in land under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid 
and which are described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), Government of 
India hereby declares its intention to acquire the Right of User therein; 


Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty-one days from 
the date on which the copies of this notification as published in the Gazette of India under sub-section 
(1) of Section 3 of the said Act, are made available to the general public, object in writing to the 
acquisition of the Right of User therein for laying the pipeline under the land to 
Shri S.Rajamanickam, Competent Authority, Relogistics Infrastructure Limited, No. 9D/6D 
Ramakrishnapuram, Opp.Pillayar fCovil, Karur - 639 001,Tamil Nadu State. 
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Schedule 




ftluk:Attur 

DistrlcbSalem 

State:Tamlt Nadu 


Village 

Survey No./Sub-Division 

Area to be acquired for RoU 



Hec 

Are 

C-Are 


2 

3 

4 

5 

1) Malliyakarai 

57/2 

00 

04 

86 

57/1 

00 

00 

46 

297 

00 

00 

62 

57/3 

00 

01 

90 

58 

00 

40 

93 

59/2 

00 

32 

43 

302/1 

00 

40 

02 

301/5 

00 

16 

18 

301/4 

00 

07 

66 

301/1 

00 

06 

00 

63/3 

00 

25 

87 

63/2 

00 

30 

30 

287/6 

00 

00 

73 

287/5 

00 

26 

43 

84 

00 

01 

81 

87 

00 

01 

28 

85 

00 

01 

77 

284/1 

00 

13 

60 

86 

00 

21 

87 

286 

00 

08 

25 

89 

00 

02 

00 

88 

00 

05 

37 

285 

00 

17 

73 

281 

00 

25 

20 

283/1 

00 

39 

10 

283/2 

00 

00 

13 

283/3 

00 

09 

39 

283/4 

00 

01 

22 

282/3 

00 

07 

85 


- -- — — = - ■ : : ■ - ■ : = 

Taluk:Namakkal_ District:NamakkaI State:TamII Nadu 


173/5 

00 

02 

17 

173/4 

00 

29 

03 

173/2 

00 

01 

13 

172/2 

00 

01 

28 

Nala in Survey No. 172/1 

00 

08 

30 

171/1 

00 

01 

91 

171/2 

00 

29 

02 

171/3 

00 

27 

44 


1) Kalkurichi 











[tmTII—73tf53(ii>] 


18, 2010/3TWm 27, 1932 
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1 

. 1 --”-- " . 

3 

4 

5 

1) Kalkurichi (Contd) 

170/1C 

00 

25 

69 

2) Belukkurichi 

Road in Survey No. 321 

00 

07 

75 


323/2B 

00 

13 

29 


323/2A 

00 

09 

17 


Nala in Survey No. 324 

00 

06 

37 


325/3 

00 

39 

29 


337/3 

00 

31 

50 


337/4 

00 

01 

42 


337/7 

00 

02 

06 


330 

00 

45 

95 


351/2E 

00 

55 

51 


351/2F 

00 

32 

75 


352 

00 

02 

22 


357 

00 

29 

13 


363 

00 

08 

02 


364 

00 

18 

29 


365/3 

00 

36 

30 


Nala in Survey No.373 

00 

07 

49 


377/2D1 

00 

01 

82 


377/2C 

00 

16 

34 


377/2D2 

00 

26 

89 


377/3A 

00 

03 

26 


377/3B 

00 

07 

44 


377/3C 

00 

09 

33 


383/1C 

00 

46 

67 


383/1B4B 

00 

10 

31 


383/2 

00 

00 

33 


383/3A 

00 

00 

10 


384 

00 

98 

32 


385/1A 

00 

35 

09 


385/IB 

00 

22 

99 


387/1 

00 

72 

04 

3) Uttiragadikaval 

164 

00 

48 

37 


163/2 

00 

00 

77 


163/3B 

00 

00 

17 


163/4 

00 

06 

43 


163/5 

00 

23 

05 


163/6B 

00 

04 

49 


163/6A 

00 

32 

38 


166/1A1 

00 

15 

52 


166/1A2 

00 

34 

21 


166/1 A3 

00 

24 

73 












8826 


3) 
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_ 

Uttiragadikaval (Contd) 



2 

y 

T"~j 

...... -j.- 

5 

167/3C 



00 

09 

IT 

166/2 A 



00 

05 

43 

170 



00 

00 

.53 

169/6B 



00 

61 

60 

153/1 



00 

13 

61 

153/2 



00 

13 

52 

153/3 



00 

09 

69 

153/5 



00 

03 

64 

153/4 



00 

05 

55 

153/6 



00 

il 

76 

149/1 



00 

19 

78 

149/2 A 



00 

00 

47 

149/2B 



00 

01 

62 

I49/2C 



00 

07 

32 

Road in Survey No. 149/3 


00 

03 

42 

149/4 



00 

14 

82 

150 



00 

42 

59 

135/3 



00 

00 

24 

135/2 



00 

19 

32 

135/4 



00 

19 

96 

133/1A 



00 

01 

4! 

133/1B 



00 

01 

38 

133/2 



00 

00 

76 

133/2A1 



00 

06 

92 

133/3 



00 

10 

39 

133/4 



00 

06 

01 

132/2B 



00 

17 

42 

130/4 



00 

15 

77 

130/30 



00 

12 

83 

130/6 



00 

30 

64 

123/8 



00 

24 

50 

129/5 A 



00 

04 

94 

126/1A1 



00 

01 

42 

124/2 



00 

06 

16 

124/3 



00 

06 

33 

124/4 



00 

12 

94 

124/11C 



00 

27 

68 

126/1A2 



00 

20 

79 

125/1 



00 

17 

24 

125/2 



00 

15 

23 

Road in Survey No. 105/4 


00 

03 

29 

105/5A1B 



00 

30 

00 
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1—-I- 

1 2 

..3“[ 

4 

5 1 

3) UtOrsgadikaval (Contd) 

I05/5B3 

00 

25 

41 


104/1 

00 

02 

03 


222 

00 

25 

44 


104/5 

00 

02 

41 


103/6 

00 

08 

51 

4) Tirumalaigiri 

Road in Survey No. 2/1A 


11 

94 


2/1B1 

00 

12 

49 


2/1B2 

00 

36 

32 


212 

00 

27 

84 


Road in Survey No. 3 

00 

11 

40 


106/3 

00 

34 

22 


106/4A 

00 

02 

04 


105 

00 

41 

47 


106/4B 

00 

06 

99 


106/6 

00 

06 

62 


110/5 A 

00 

03 

11 


110/6D 

00 

00 

10 


110/7 A 

00 

25 

32 


110/7B 

00 

02 

07 


119/4 

00 

16 

91 


104 

00 

43 

50 


96/2C 

00 

11 

02 


96/2A 

00 

47 

06 


95/2B 

00 

18 

27 


95/4 B 

00 

11 

83 


97/4 A1 

00 

05 

18 


91 

00 

10 

47 


90/1A 

00 

66 

84 


92/1 

00 

32 

44 


Nala in Survey No. 197 

00 

04 

07 


193 

00 

60 

14 


192 

00 

19 

33 


178/1B 

00 

00 

10 


174/1A 

00 

16 

11 


174/1B 

00 

13 

72 


174/3 A 

00 

06 

32 


174/4B1 

00 

34 

24 


174/4B2 

00 

02 

23 


Road in survey No. 280 

00 

07 

83 


282 

00 

45 

02 


288 

00 

20 

90 


Road in Survey No. 287/1 

00 

10 

91 
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1 

2 

' 1 3 T 

4 

_L__ 1 

4) Tinimalaigiri (Contd) 

287/3 

00 

03 

09 


287/4 

00 

07 

76 


287/5 

00 

29 

81 


290/2A 

00 

09 

02 


290/3E 

00 

14 

93 


290/4 

00 

25 

67 


291 

00 

11 

52 


300 

00 

15 

92 


299/2A 

00 

33 

77 


299/2C1 

00 

34 

31 


308/3B 

00 

12 

14 


308/3C 

00 

28 

91 


308/6 

00 

03 

23 


308/7 

00 

00 

35 


309/2 

00 

09 

51 


309/3 

00 

38 

88 


310/1A 

00 

16 

39 


310/IB 

00 

05 

95 


310/2D1 

00 

35 

36 


310/2D2 

00 

01 

66 


310/2C 

00 

01 

62 


311/4 

00 

02 

84 


311/1 

00 

32 

01 


5) Periyakulam 

163/1 

00 

01 

82 


163/9 

00 

16 

64 


163/2 

00 

19 

66 


163/8 

00 

27 

89 


Road in Survey No. 173 

00 

03 

86 


176/1A1 

00 

04 

14 


176/1A2 

00 

26 

10 


176/4 

00 

01 

82 


176/IB 

00 

01 

93 


176/1D 

00 

47 

36 


176/1C 

00 

01 

46 


177/4 

00 

00 

44 


17 8/2 A 

00 

28 

03 


178/2B 

00 

23 

87 


178/2C 

00 

19 

69 


178/8 

00 

02 

49 


178/7 

00 

04 

16 


178/6 

00 

06 

87 


17 8/5 A 

00 

21 

77 
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1 I 

__ 

2 

1 3 1 

4 

iKim 

5) Panydnili (Cantd) 

Road in Survey No. 178/5B 

00 

03 

87 

6) PaHamparai 

Road in Survey No. 1 

00 

05 

02 


2/IB 


00 

29 

25 


2/5B 


00 

01 

53 


2/5C 


00 

33 

42 


2/4B 


00 

00 

59 


3/1A 


00 

17 

46 


3/1B 


00 

01 

23 


3/IE 


00 

18 

15 


3/2 


00 

13 

98 


3/5 


00 

00 

85 


4/6 


00 

02 

59 


4/5 


00 

07 

25 


4/8 


00 

10 

80 


4/9 


00 

17 

92 


4/10 


00 

02 

88 


4/11 


00 

02 

22 


Road in Survey No. 4/12 

00 

03 

55 


27/2B 


00 

12 

14 


27/4 


00 

11 

72 


28/1 


00 

23 

68 


28/2C 


00 

05 

83 


28/2D 


00 

05 

32 


28/5 


00 

12 

44 


28/8A 


00 

00 

38 


28/7A 


00 

00 

39 


28/7B 


00 

05 

12 


28/8B 


00 

12 

12 


28/10 


00 

00 

43 


28/11 


00 

03 

46 


28/12 


00 

14 

78 


39/1 


00 

10 

15 


39/2 


00 

05 

19 


26/5 


00 

00 

19 


38 


00 

09 

84 


40/1A 


00 

14 

35 


40/1D 


00 

03 

73 


40/1C 


00 

07 

29 


40/IB 


00 

05 

98 


40/2 


00 

03 

98 


205/1 


00 

03 

69 


206/5 


00 

17 

34 


4649 GI/10—8 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 


6) Pallamparai (Contd) 206/6 

00 

19 



205/2 

00 

25 

95 


210/1 

00 

■a 

89 


210/2E 

00 


42 


210/2D 

00 

n 

13 


210/3 

00 

15 

76 


209/1 

00 

mm 

89 


209/2 

00 

a 

56 


211/1A 

00 

n 

62 


211/3 

00 

23 

93 


Nala in Survey No. 224 

00 


84 


222/1B 

00 

29 

43 


222/1A 

00 


97 


221/2C 

00 

05 

33 


221/2B9 

00 

22 

94 


221/2B8 

00 

22 

" - Ip 


221/2B7 

00 

mm 

//IS 


229 

00 

H 

64 


230/1 

00 

36 

83 


231 

00 


66 


7) Akkiyampatti 135/1 

00 

31 

70 


134/1 

00 

00 

68 


136/1 

00 

00 

61 


134/2 

00 

43 

50 


134/3C 

00 

00 

68 


134/3D 

00 

20 

61 


141/1 

00 

02 

21 


141/2 

00 

21 

90 


141/3 

00 

20 

89 


142/3B 

00 

16 

22 


142/3 A 

00 

17 

67 


143/1 

00 

29 

46 


151/1 

00 

05 

07 


151/2 

00 

04 

13 


151/4 

00 

15 

28 


Road in Survey No. 147 

00 

03 

81 


146/1A 

00 

07 

22 


146/IB 

00 

50 

17 


146/1C 

00 

12 

61 


148/1C 

00 

25 

56 


367/1 

00 

17 

47 


367/2A 

00 

17 

36 
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1 

1 

3 

4 

1 s J 

7) Akkiyampatti (Contd) 

367/2B 

00 

08 

46 


Road in Survey No. 368 

00 

02 

96 


370/3D 

00 

25 

54 


370/3E 

00 

02 

55 


370/3C 

00 

04 

75 


369/1 

00 

04 

51 


369/2 

00 

08 

01 

8) Palaiyapalayam 

87/1 

00 

24 

7! 


Road in Survey No. 87/2 

00 

03 

60 


87/6A 

00 

06 

59 


87/3 

00 

27 

06 


87/6B 

00 

12 

38 


87/5 

00 

30 

32 


90 

01 

06 

24 


93/1B 

00 

00 

10 


93/1A 

00 

15 

17 


94/3 A 

00 

34 

70 


94/4 

00 

08 

94 


94/3 B 

00 

22 

85 


96/4 

00 

34 

11 


96/6 

00 

00 

16 


Nala in Survey No. 108 

00 

04 

68 


106/6 

00 

34 

59 


105 

00 

44 

04 


Nala in Survey No. 144/1 

00 

01 

62 


Nala in Survey No. 124 

00 

19 

52 


144/2B 

00 

31 

43 


144/3B 

00 

11 

05 


150/4B 

00 

10 

95 


150/5 A 

00 

00 

64 


150/5B 

00 

04 

44 


150/5C 

00 

03 

13 


150/6C 

00 

21 

79 


Road in Survey No .142 

00 

04 

75 


Road in Survey No .157 

00 

74 

20 


156/1B 

00 

01 

73 


156/2 

00 

12 

60 


158/2 

00 

39 

20 


158/IB 

00 

03 

40 


159/3 

00 

14 

41 


159/1A34 

00 

21 

33 


159/2 

00 

00 

10 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

g) Palaiyapalayam (Contd) 

159/1 A3 

00 

09 

33 


163/IE 

00 

05 

09 


163/2 

00 

00 

62 


162/4 

00 

05 

94 


162/5 

00 

00 

72 


162/6 

00 

00 

10 


162/7 

00 

14 

42 


162/11A 

00 

06 

50 


162/8 

00 

07 

35 


162/1 IB 

00 

07 

34 


161/1 

00 

04 

49 


161/10 

00 

06 

24 


161/11 

00 

09 

87 


161/9A 

00 

09 

25 


160/2 

00 

00 

10 


Road in Survey No. 292/19 

00 

04 

66 


292/2 

00 

08 

66 


292/3 

00 

00 

10 


292/6 

00 

It 

63 


292/7 

00 

12 

31 


292/9A 

00 

01 

25 


292/9B 

00 

03 

04 


292/8 

00 

03 

66 


292/9C 

00 

16 

33 


292/10 

00 

11 

54 


292/11A 

00 

03 

38 


292/12 

00 

00 

10 


292/11C 

00 

04 

12 


Road in Survey No. 292/1 ID 

00 

06 

03 


288 

00 

32 

41 


289 

00 

61 

39 


311/1 

00 

23 

73 


311/5 

00 

00 

18 


311/6 

00 

15 

90 


311/7 

00 

02 

22 


Road in Survey No. 312 

00 

03 

76 


319/1A2 

00 

02 

14 


319/1A1 

00 

23 

80 


319/4 

00 

22 

84 


318/5 

00 

05 

95 


318/3 

00 

07 

29 


318/4 

00 

29 

86 


•l.i i t-li 4i l l ; ! - 
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1 

-1- 

---T 

3 1 

4 

i_l n 

g) PaJaiyapalayam (Contd) 

318/2 


00 

00 

92 


321 


00 

12 

42 


338/2 


00 

12 

80 


338/1 


00 

48 

97 


337/8 


00 

00 

26 


337/14 


00 

01 

24 


339/2 


00 

01 

39 


339/1A 


00 

34 

48 


340/11 


00 

25 

88 


339/1B 


00 

02 

37 


343/3 


00 

01 

49 


343/13 


00 

03 

41 


343/12 


00 

04 

13 


343/14 


00 

05 

46 


343/11A 


00 

08 

57 


343/1 IB 


00 

16 

05 


343/8 


00 

00 

10 


343/10 


00 

02 

40 

9) Thusur 

197 


00 

14 

56 


Road in Survey No. 198 

00 

04 

52 


202/7C 


00 

00 

22 


202/8B 


00 

02 

38 


202/8C 


00 

05 

08 


202/9B 


00 

01 

60 


202/9A 


00 

02 

51 


202/9C 


00 

04 

02 


201 


00 

00 

68 


202/1C 


00 

09 

36 


203/1 


00 

10 

47 


203/3 


00 

03 

68 


203/4 


00 

03 

30 


203/5C 


00 

07 

91 


203/7C 


00 

00 

10 


203/7B 


00 

02 

38 


203/7A 


00 

05 

00 


204/2A 


00 

06 

45 


204/2B 


00 

06 

30 


204/2C 


00 

11 

57 


204/1 


00 

12 

69 


206/1A 


00 

00 

20 


206/1B 


00 

00 

83 


206/1C 


00 

00 

65 
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2 

r ^ 

4 

5 

206/2 

00 

18 
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00 

10 

38 


63/2 

00 

18 

00 


87 

00 

35 

67 


88/2 

00 

20 

36 


243 

00 

29 

34 


245/1 

00 

11 

46 


242/1 

00 

01 

20 


242/2 

00 

01 

52 


246/1 

00 

12 

76 


247 

00 

26 

26 


255 

00 

21 

33 


254/2 

00 

16 

77 


254/1 

00 

00 

81 


253 

00 

16 

79 


257 

00 

14 

00 

4 ) 

168/2 

00 

15 

32 

168/3ii 

00 

30 

01 


170 

00 

21 

80 


171 

00 

14 

51 


172/1 

00 

21 

16 


172/2 

00 

02 

91 
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00 

00 

63 


207/152 

00 

27 

57 


207/1# 

00 
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53 


207/2 
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37 

72 


246/15 
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35 

60 


247 
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09 
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16 

19 
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00 

23 
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242/1# 
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12 
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11 

70 


241 

00 

10 

48 
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44 
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24 

12 
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15 

42 
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41 
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05 

90 
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62 

15 

11 
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32 

14 
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1 

2 ! 

3 

1 "4 

5 

rx ' /tn 1 \ 

5) WI5W j 

664/ 2tr 

00 

10 
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664/2cfT 

00 

08 

86 
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00 

15 

64 
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00 

03 

84 


667/ltr 
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07 

98 


667/l^t 

00 

06 

83 
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00 

00 

74 


667/2q 
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10 

31 
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00 

02 

50 
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00 

04 

81 
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00 

00 

78 


670 

00 

07 

40 


677 

00 

15 

19 


772 

00 

05 

35 


771 

00 

00 

18 


673/1 

00 

04 

66 


770 

00 

11 

06 


681/1 

00 

01 

20 


766 

00 

26 

13 


681/2 

00 

00 

81 


765/1 

00 

04 

20 


764/1* 

00 

00 

10 


764 

00 

12 

52 


763 

00 

06 

84 


762/3U 

00 

05 

96 


762/2 

00 

11 

97 


761/1 

00 

17 

12 


760/1 

00 

07 

55 


725 

00 

12 

49 


724 

00 

12 

61 


720/1 

00 

05 

48 


719 

00 

20 

58 


721/1 

00 

00 

83 


709/1 

00 

08 

64 


709/2 

00 

13 

73 


709/3 

00 

11 

42 


716 

00 

01 

91 


710/1 

00 

01 

51 


710/2 

00 

07 

84 
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00 

01 

20 
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00 

25 

71 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

T" 5 ' 1 

6) (fiim) 

1076 ^ TFT! 

00 

06 

64 


1080/Iit 

00 

00 

20 


ioso/i# 

00 

29 

51 


1080/2(1 

00 

02 

79 


1080/ 2# 

00 

10 

94 


1081/# 

00 

00 

10 


1384 ^ TT^TT 

00 

00 

24 


1383^7^1 

00 

06 

68 


i08i/tr 

00 

12 

53 


1084/1 

00 

22 

32 


1084/2# 

00 

03 

92 


1084/2# 

00 

20 

07 


1088/1 

00 

00 

10 


1087/2#1 

00 

27 

93 


1087/2#2 

00 

16 

20 


1087/1 

00 

07 

92 


1093/2# 

00 

27 

62 


1095 

01 

58 

17 


883 

00 

62 

60 


881 

00 

22 

83 


884 

00 

32 

57 


877 

00 

02 

69 


876 

00 

10 

75 


885 

00 

03 

96 


875 

00 

33 

08 


874 

00 

39 

32 
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00 

17 

63 


886/ltrl 

00 

67 

79 


886/1# 

00 

14 

11 


887/1 

00 

03 

60 


1 

00 

15 

33 


2 

00 

27 

68 


3 

00 

09 

43 


4/2 

00 

01 

14 


4/3 

00 

02 

80 
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798/3 

00 

00 



798/1 

00 

01 



799 

00 

00 

71 
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00 

16 

75 
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00 

08 

89 
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00 

17 

89 
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00 

01 
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4 

5 
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797/2# 



00 

22 

31 


796 



00 

35 

35 


779/2 



00 

00 

99 


779/3 



00 

19 

59 


795 



00 

01 

38 


782/1 



00 

40 

89 


782/2 



00 

01 

38 


783/1 



00 

18 

03 


783/3 



00 

16 

58 


784/ III 



00 

38 

34 


785/15 



00 

10 

01 


785/1# 



00 

10 

39 


786/1 



00 

08 

92 


786/2 



00 

08 

89 


787/1 



00 

15 

60 


787/2 



00 

16 

24 


787/35 



00 

08 

42 


787/3# 



00 

08 

64 


701/2 



00 

41 

95 


704 



00 

39 

81 


651 



00 

24 

46 


650/1 



00 

19 

25 


650/2 



00 

25 

81 


650/3 



00 

26 

87 


650/4 



00 

32 

45 


662/3 



00 

18 

59 


663 



00 

10 

92 


666/1 



00 

26 

66 


666/3 ^ 


00 

13 

09 


666/2 



00 

17 

51 


666/4 



00 

02 

68 


667 



00 

18 

61 
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00 

13 

92 
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00 

03 

41 
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144/35 



00 

16 

04 
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00 

mm 

95 
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00 

Br 
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00 

BE 

64 
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00 
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12 
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14 
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11 
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8) awrtfe f^m) 

145/5t» 

00 

09 

64 


145/5# 

00 

07 

07 


119/9 

00 

07 

54 


119/8 

00 

14 

70 


119/5# 

00 

26 

31 


119/6 

00 

08 

56 


118/3 

00 

08 

58 


118/2 

00 

10 

69 


118/4 

00 

00 

40 


148/1 

00 

03 

54 


118/5 

00 

00 

10 


148/2 

00 

12 

59 


148/11 

00 

04 

72 


148/10 

00 

03 

12 


148/4 

00 

34 

17 


148/5 if TRHT 

00 

02 

34 


148/6 

00 

24 

52 


148/7 
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07 
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148/8 
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113/1 

00 

24 

77 


149/1 
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11 
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00 

30 
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51 
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46 
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2 62/4 
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09 
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2 62/3 
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00 

97 


254/1 
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49 
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237/1 

00 
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236/5 

00 

00 

32 
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[ T ?Tr V. TTrf. -14014/97/2010 
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New Delhi, the 13th December, 2010 

S. O. 3067.—‘Whereas it appears to Government of India that it is necessary in public interest 
that for transportation of Watural <^as from terminal point of Vijayawada - Nellore - Chennai 
pipeline near Tinittani in Tamilttadu to consumers in various parts of the country, Chennai - Tuticorin 
pipeline should be laid by M/s Re logistics Infrastructure Limited; 


And, whereas, it appears to Government of India that for the purpose of laying such pipeline, it 
is necessary to acquire the Right of User in land under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid 
and which are described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), Government of 
India hereby declares its intention to acquire the Right of User therein; 


Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty-one days from 
the date on which the copies of this notification as published in the Gazette of India under sub-section 
(1) of Section 3 of the said Act, are made available to the general public, object in writing to the 
acquisition of the Right of User therein for laying the pipeline under the land to 
Shri S.Rajamanickam, Competent Authority, Relogistics Infrastructure Limited, No. 9D/6D 
Ramakrishnapuram, Opp.Pillayar Kovil, Karur - 639 001,Tamil Nadu State. 
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TalukiVedasandur 

Oistrict:Dindigul 

State:Tami! Nadu 


Village 

Survey No./Sub-DIvlsion 

Area to bt. acquired for Roll 



Hec 

Are 

C-Are 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1) Malvarpatti 

79 

00 

08 

86 

302/1 

00 

20 

21 

80/1 

00 

02 

54 

80/2 

00 

00 

26 

80/3 

00 

26 

74 

302/2A 

00 

00 

1 1 

302/2B 

00 

05 

41 

301/1 

00 

21 

99 

301/2 

00 

22 

09 

261/2 

00 

08 

02 

261/3 

00 

31 

91 

83/1 Cl 

00 

02 

52 

260/4 

00 

24 

27 

260/5 

00 

01 

01 

260/6 

00 

00 

79 

Road in Survey No. 258/2 

00 

12 

15 

250/2 

00 

07 

16 

250/1 

00 

08 

41 

250/3 

00 

14 

10 

249 

00 

17 

32 

248/2 

00 

01 

16 

248/1 

00 

16 

12 

242/IB 

00 

25 

64 

242/1A 

00 

04 

85 

227/1 

00 

13 

91 

227/3A 

00 

12 

37 

228/1A 

00 

12 

50 

228/IB 

00 

16 

41 

231/2A2 

00 

00 

48 

231/2B 

00 

00 

93 

229/1A2 

00 

01 

31 

229/1A1 

00 

34 

74 

229/1A4 

00 

00 

74 

229/2B 

00 

18 

76 

220/1A1 

00 

14 

21 

220/1 A3 

00 

02 

77 

219/IB 

00 

13 

56 
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1) Mllvarpatti (Corad) 

219/2 

00 

01 

28 


219/3A1 

00 

25 

01 


219/3A4 

00 

21 

50 


215/1A 

00 

09 

41 


215/IB 

00 

05 

40 


214/2 

00 

00 

12 


215/1C 

00 

04 

43 


214/3B 

00 

17 

84 


214/5 

00 

04 

64 


214/4 

00 

19 

64 


185/2A 

00 

19 

83 


210/1G 

00 

07 

30 


210/1C 

00 

00 

82 


185/2G 

0G 

09 

87 


185/2M 

00 

02 

57 


185/2N 

00 

01 

10 


185/2P 

00 

00 

10 


185/IB 

00 

14 

87 


185/1A 

00 

02 

48 


190/4A 

00 

18 

64 


190/4B 

00 

12 

65 


190/3 

00 

00 

90 


190/IB 

00 

07 

19 


River Survey No. 536 

00 

13 

26 

Taluk: Nilakottal 

District: Dindlgul 

State:Tamll Nadu 

1) Ettilodu 

364/2A 

00 

00 

66 


364/1 

00 

05 

65 


364/2C 

00 

02 

99 


364/2D 

00 

03 

31 


364/2E 

00 

04 

41 


364/2G 

00 

11 

09 


364/3 

00 

00 

49 


364/2F 

00 

06 

17 


365/1D 

00 

01 

05 


365/1C 

00 

16 

94 


365/1A 

00 

00 

59 


365/IB 

00 

00 

48 


365/2 D 

00 

03 

12 


365/3A 

00 

03 

80 


365/2F 

00 

04 

49 


365/2E 

00 

05 

99 


365/2C 

00 

03 

04 


Nala in Survey No. 370 

00 

04 

70 
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369/1H 

00 

00 

42 


369/ID 

00 

02 

79 


369/1G 

00 

17 

10 


369/1E 

00 

00 

14 


369/1F 

00 

15 

08 


369/2 

00 

07 

85 


377/3 

00 

04 

85 


377/4 

00 

05 

29 


377/6A 

00 

04 

40 


377/5B 

00 

03 

07 


377/6C 

00 

00 

40 


371/3 A 

00 

15 

01 


371/3B 

00 

03 

42 


371/5 

00 

01 

11 


376 

00 

30 

11 


384/IF 

00 

05 

14 


384/1G 

00 

04 

80 


384/1H 

00 

04 

65 


384/11 

00 

01 

75 


384/1J 

00 

01 

73 


384/3A 

00 

04 

69 


384/3B 

00 

09 

65 


384/7 

00 

06 

41 


384/10 

00 

06 

10 


399/1C 

00 

16 

71 


399/1D 

00 

00 

10 


399/3A 

00 

06 

11 


399/3B 

00 

03 

33 


399/4BI 

00 

03 

49 


399/4B2 

00 

03 

97 


399/5 

00 

02 

24 


400/1 

00 

03 

23 


400/2 

00 

00 

47 


400/10 

00 

04 

34 


400/11 

00 

04 

67 


400/12 

00 

01 

30 


400/13 

00 

01 

52 


401/8 

00 

05 

95 


400/14 

00 

03 

05 


400/15 

00 

02 

44 


400/16 

00 

00 

17 


401/9 

00 

08 

49 
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1) Ettikxiu (Contd) 

401/10 

00 

08 

13 



401/11 

00 

03 

37 



401/12 

00 

03 




401/13 

00 

11 

62 



401/14 
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^KT. 3TT. 3068.— WrT TO5TT ^ ^ aiRW) % % #lrRTf 3 ft'fcdAl £ 

% 3tal 3) f^R taf ^ 3*TtafT3fi m y l^fc!4> % % qftcIR 

sm taf ^#*t; 


’^T, *lKd dR^hK 3)1 \3cRT Ml^M^ll^H fatsA % yAvjH 3TR5<4^) 9cftd Adi% f^) -371 *t, l^ld<*) 'Ad/ 

33 d qi^M^ taf ^iA ^Tg^TRl #r ^ arf^rHT % am«te agg^t *r dfrfa %, 3> aitar 3>r 

aiAd 


aids, are, mam*m, #r m$Mti i frf (^*r a^Ad % aitar3d 3 fA) aiftta, 1962 

(1962 cRT 50) <&$JKT 3 c§3WCf (1) 5RTg<R SlAdA 3ddAd 3dcT§q, 3d*t 3ddtd 3) 3ltaT 3d 3FR 
3*A $ arA mm 3ft tan 3drft%; 


3ftf Rfftd, 7?r 33d ft dfcfd *jfft ft fedcM %, 3d drfte % ftta 33d- aifata Wi 3 3ft 3TO1TT (1) 

^ 3T£ftd 'JllCt di* dlf^l^Hl VlTrl<41 dPMK 1 *! 'dddl 3d aMflOd 3)/l <ft 'Jlldl %, 5^33ftd Ad 3) Ad/ ^fft ^ 

Aft tei t A f^nr adfttn % aitar A aiAd % pi ft «ft <MiHta>d, mn drtafr, 

tartarfrVhlf g gMt A rffe ,d.9#/6#, /IHffWOftH , ftfrvRTT3)ta $dTdft, - 639001,dftddF| 

tfr 3ft taa ft arrftd Ad dAdi i 
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17 
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02 

55 

138/2 
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00 

35 

T# XT. 137/1 if ttmt 

00 

13 

75 

136/311 
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00 

80 

136/3# 

00 

18 

05 

136/4# 

00 

19 

46 

132 

00 

01 

14 

130/8 

00 

05 

74 

131/1 

00 

39 

63 

1 23 HMT 
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08 

54 

121 /lu 

00 

25 

95 
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4 
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io) aitewroft (fim) 

121 /1# 

00 

05 
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121/2 

00 

00 

38 


121/5 

00 

13 

04 


122/1 

00 

16 

64 


12 2/2 

00 

00 

79 


12 2/4 

00 

04 

31 


12 2/5 

00 

14 

63 


122/6 

00 

14 

24 

n ) 

194/2^)2 

00 

22 

61 


194/ 2#3 

00 

01 

42 


193 

00 

00 

97 


164 %, 

00 

44 

46 


165/1# " 

00 

03 

60 


1 60 3 

00 

04 

34 


158/1 

00 

26 

96 


158/2n 

00 

05 

81 


158/2# 

00 

00 

34 


158/3 

00 

39 

98 


159/2 

00 

\ 0 2 

68 


156/1 

00 

31 

21 
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00 

12 
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156/6 

00 

01 . 

91 


156/7 

00 

02 

22 


T&H. 156/5 $ xfffir 
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02 

49 


155 

00 

37 

66 


14 

00 

17 

00 


16/1tj2 

00 

11 

14 


16/lul 

00 

00 

53 


16/1# 

00 

11 

88 


16/2 

00 

30 

66 


154 

00 

00 

85 


16/9 

00 

04 

80 


18/1 

00 

10 

00 


18/2 

00 

05 

56 


18/3 

00 

00 

10 


18/5 

00 

20 

32 


18/6 

00 

02 

68 


17 

00 

00 

10 


19/2 

oc 

06 

29 


20 

00 

24 

58 


59/1 

00 

26 

59 


xf. 58 ^ 

00 

16 

71 
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11) (PllrU) 
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56/3n 

00 

07 

82 

56/3# 
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58 
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94 
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00 

13 

55/4^ 
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01 

96 
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00 

05 

13 
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11 
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03 
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08 
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06 

30 
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01 

88 
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08 

74 

37/In 

00 

10 

73 

37/2n 

00 

08 

84 
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00 

96 
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24 

48/5 
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15 

60 
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81 
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82 
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06 

21 
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05 

53 
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07 

26 

48/9 
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23 

08 

83/1 

00 

36 

64 

46/2 
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09 

95 

84/In 
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00 
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23 

87 
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10 
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New Delhi, the 13th December, 2010 

S. O. 3068.— Whereas it appears to Government of India that it is necessary in public interest that 
for transportation of VUttural Jas from terminal point of Vijayawada - Nellore - Chennai pipeline 
near Tiruttani in TamilHadu to consumers in various parts of the country, Chennai - Tuticorin pipeline 
should be laid by M/s Relogistics Infrastructure Limited; 


And, whereas, it appears to Government of India that for the purpose of laying such pipeline, it is 
necessary to acquire the Right of User in land under which the said pipeline is proposed to be laid 
and which are described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), Government of 
India hereby declares its intention to acquire the Right of User therein; 


Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty-one days from 
the date on which the copies of this notification as published in the Gazette of India under sub-section 
(1) of Section 3 of the said Act, are made available to the general public, object in writing to the 
acquisition of the Right of User therein for laying the pipeline under the land to 
Shri S.Rajamanickam, Competent Authority, Relogistics Infrastructure Limited, No. 9D/6D 
Ramakrishnapuram, Opp.Pillayar Kovil, Karur -639 001,Tamil Nadu State. 


Schedule 


Taluk: Usllampatti 

District: Madurai 

State:Tamil Nadu 


Village 

Survey No./Sub-Division 

Area to be acquired for 



Hec 

Are 

C-Are 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1) Pullaneri 

83/1 

00 

03 

28 

83/2 

00 

09 

24 

83/4 

00 

13 

81 

76/1 

00 

12 

89 

76/2 

00 

11 

49 

76/3A 

00 

00 

10 

76/4A 

00 

10 

63 

76/4B1 

00 

08 

85 

76/4B2 

00 

13 

11 

76/5 

00 

02 

25 

78/1 

00 

16 

28 

78/4A 

00 

00 

97 

78/4B 

00 

01 

41 

77/1B 

00 

01 

03 

77/13 A3 

00 

03 

84 

77/13A2 

00 

11 

74 

77/11 

00 

02 

97 

77/4B 

00 

01 

54 

77/8C 

00 

00 

56 

77/9B 

00 

00 

10 

77/13B 

00 

12 

35 

79/5B 

00 

05 

98 
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2 

1 3 [ 

4 

5 

1) Pullaneri (Contd) 69/2 


- m~ 

00- 

12 

68/1 


00 

01 

12 

68/3 


00 

12 

26 

68/4 


00 

10 

48 

68/9B 


00 

03 

47 

68/9A 


00 

06 

94 

68/6 


00 

00 

40 

66/1A 


00 

01 

11 

66/ID 


00 

13 

22 

66/IE 


00 

04 

82 

66/2A 


00 

08 

69 

48/3B 


00 

01 

51 

48/4A 


00 

12- 

36 

48/4B 


00 

05 

74 

48/5B 


00 

03 

24 

49/4A 


00 

01 

67 

49/4B 


00 

03 

56 

49/4C 


00 

05 

92 

49/5A 


00 

02 

34 

49/5B 


00 

05 

25 

49/5C 


00 

03 

46 

49/5D 


00 

00 

11 

49/6 


00 

00 

73 

49/7 


00 

09 

56 

46/15 


00 

00 

34 

50/1 


00 

00 

52 

50/2 


00 

08 

49 

50/4A 


00 

05 

09 

50/4B 


00 

00 

10 

51/1 


00 

06 

51 

51/2 


00 

01 

65 

51/5 A 


00 

03 

88 

51/7 


00 

00 

92 

51/8 


00 

01 

77 

51/5B 


00 

04 

04 

51/5C 


00 

04 

33 

51/1IC 


00 

01 

41 

51/6B 


00 

02 

68 

51/6A2 


00 

03 

62 

46A/10 


00 

00 

13 

51/6A1 


00 

03 

17 

53A 


00 

04 

87 

52A/1 


00 

00 

28 

52A/2 


00 

03 

57 

92 


00 

02 

84 

91 


00 

04 

09 

52B/9 


00 

25 

06 

53B/2 


00 

27 

29 

53B/1 


00 

02 

47 

Road in Survey No. 88 

00 

09 

23 
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1 


1) Pullaneri (Contd) 


^RcT^TTTsm : ROTC 18, 2010/sm?m 27, 1932 


2 


21/7 

00 

30 

lA 

21/8 A 

00 

09 

67 

21/9A6 

00 

00 

10 

21/9B 

00 

00 

12 

21/8B 

00 

04 

22 

21/8D 

00 

22 

08 

21/10 

00 

20 

72 

21/12B 

00 

00 

15 

21/12C 

00 

02 

09 

Road in Survey No. 23 

00 

04 

24 

District: Madurai 

State:Tamil Nadu 

15/1 

00 

37 

71 

15/3 

00 

00 

18 

16/2 A 

00 

25 

64 

16/2B 

00 

07 

03 

16/1C 

00 

04 

50 

30/1 

00 

18 

92 

21/1 

00 

07 

45 

21/2 

00 

02 

69 

21/3 

00 

04 

51 

21/4 

00 

05 

15 

21/5 

00 

03 

59 

21/6 

00 

13 

61 

21/7A2 

00 

00 

21 

21/7B 

00 

02 

31 

21/10 

00 

00 

10 

24/2 A1 

00 

02 

32 

24/2B 

00 

03 

13 

24/2A2 

00 

00 

36 

24/5 

00 

07 

62 

24/6A 

00 

25 

03 

24/6B 

00 

02 

10 

24/6D 

00 

04 

52 

24/7B1 

00 

00 

55 

24/7B3 

00 

02 

78 

24/6F 

00 

00 

57 

24/6G 

00 

02 

25 

24/8 

00 

03 

94 

24/7B5 

00 

00 

10 

23/2 

00 

05 

14 

23/3 

00 

03 

45 

23/6 

00 

00 

10 

23/1 

00 

12 

70 

25 

00 

00 

17 

23/7A 

00 

05 

18 

23/7B 

00 

10 

87 

23/7C 

00 

00 

10 

23/7D2 

00 

02 

33 

65/6 

00 

15 

48 

65/7 

00 

04 

56 


Taluk:Tirumangalam 


1) Karadikkal 


4649 GI/10—15 









88 8$ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 18, 2010/AGRAHAYANA27, 1932 [Part II Sec. 3(ii)j 


1 

2 


3 

4 ! 

5 
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64/11 
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00 
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74/11 
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74/10 


00 

00 

77 


74/13 


00 

02 

82 


88/1A 


00 

01 

29 


74/14 


00 

12 

51 


74/15 


00 

02 

07 


74/19B 


00 

02 

27 


74/16 


00 

03 

02 


74/22 


00 

00 

64 


74/18 


00 

04 

07 


74/17 


00 

03 

73 


74/23 


00 

02 

36 


74/24 


00 

02 

93 


75/12 


00 

02 

10 


75/13 


00 

02 

41 


Road in Survey No. 88/2 


00 

01 

40 


75/16 


00 

00 

10 


87/1 


00 

22 

48 


87/2A 


00 

26 

44 


87/2B 


00 

00 

55 


Road in Survey No. 87/5A 


00 

00 

14 


Road in Survey No. 87/6A 


00 

02 

11 
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00 

10 


87/6B 
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87/8 
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40 
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2 

3 
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1) Karadikkal (Contd) 
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94/4B 
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42 

93 
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08 

18 

96 

00 

34 

85 

95/2 
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17 

63 

2) Ponnamangalam 

88/1 

00 

76 

35 

90/4 B 

00 

34 

13 

89/1 A. 

00 

40 

33 

89/1B 

00 

47 

10 

89/2 

00 

27 

83 

3) Josyar Alangulam 

53 

00 

82 

75 

56/2A 

00 

01 

09 

56/2B 

00 

25 

29 

56/6 

00 

07 

84 

56/10 

00 

11 

60 

56/11 
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16 

38 

57/15 
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20 

67 

57/14 
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10 

57/16A 

00 

17 

92 

57/16B 
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01 
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02 
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67 

64/6A 
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04 

12 

64/4 
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29 

96 

64/3A 
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83 

64/3B 
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Road in Survey No. 65 
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69/12A 

00 

08 

62 

69/12C 

00 

14 

68 

70 

00 

05 

33 








8888 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 18, 2010/AGRAHAYANA27,1932 [Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 


1. 1 

2 

3 | 
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1) Josyar Alangutam (Contd) 

42 

00 

12 

57 

41/5 
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08 
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41/4C 
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13 

48 

41/4D 
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13 

40/11 
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4) Kannukulam 

71/9B 
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22 

62 

71/8C 
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18 

68 

84 
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72/1C 

00 

50 
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71/1 
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5) Thirali 

46 

00 

17 

78 

47/4 

00 

06 

13 

47/5 
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06 

73 

47/7 

00 

11 

81 

48/2 
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03 

87 

48/4 
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08 

97 

48/3 

00 

00 

55 

48/5 

00 

03 

40 

48/6A1 

00 

n 

67 

48/6B 

00 

00 

61 

44/1A1A 

00 

24 

62 

44/1A1B 

00 

00 

58 

44/1 AID 

00 

00 

96 

50/3A 

00 

01 

39 

44/2 A1 

00 

19 

67 

44/2A2 

00 

01 

95 

44/3A 

00 

04 

15 

44/3B 

00 

18 

42 

43/1 

00 

08 

42 

43/2 

00 

08 

17 

43/4A 

00 

07 

92 

43/4B 

00 

09 

26 

43/6. 

00 

15 

11 

43/5 

00 

11 

21 

56/8 

00 

04 

55 

56/9 

00 

28 

88 

57/6 

00 

09 

88 

57/8 

00 

15 

06 

57/9 

00 

02 

08 

57/11 

00 

02 

86 

57/13 

00 

05 

85 

57/14A 

00 

04 

74 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

5) Thirsli (Contd) 57/14B 

00 

05 

53 

58/8 

00 

17 

71 

58/3 A1 

00 

19 

88 

58/3A2 

00 

01 

36 

5 8/9 A 

00 

17 

14 

58/9B 

00 

04 

02 

58/3B 

00 

02 

62 

Road in Survey No. 60/4A1 

00 

06 

07 

60/4A2 

00 

07 

99 

60/4B1 

00 

13 

56 

66/5 

00 

20 

41 

61/1A1A 

00 

43 

25 

61/1A1C 

00 

05 

06 

65/3 

00 

00 

10 

65/11 

00 

10 

26 

65/5 

00 

07 

58 

65/10 

00 

10 

01 

65/4 

00 

01 

64 

65/8 

00 

01 

54 

65/7C 

00 

25 

13 

63/3A 

00 

20 

52 

Road in Survey No. 63/2B 

00 

05 

29 

63/3C 

00 

05 

44 

63/4B1 

00 

01 

50 

63/4B2 

00 

04 

18 

73/1 

00 

09 

37 

73/3 

00 

30 

77 

73/2A2 

00 

00 

10 

73/4B 

00 

01 

93 

River in Survey No. 77 

00 

69 

06 

78/9 

00 

16 

18 

102 

00 

50 

73 

103 

00 

37 

33 

104 

00 

12 

17 

115 

00 

27 

61 

117 

00 

46 

43 

118 

00 

25 

37 

120 

00 

10 

94 

119 

00 

13 

96 

149 

00 

22 

93 

148 

00 

05 

51 

150 

00 

21 

99 
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3 

4 

5 

5) Thirali (Contd) 

152 

00 

26 

72 

Road in Survey No. 154 

00 

10 

24 

97 

00 

11 

39 

200 

00 

49 

78 

199 

00 

38 

58 

197 

00 

18 

45 

196 

00 

28 

45 

192 

00 

34 

05 

190 

00 

45 

60 

191 

00 

01 

63 

210 

00 

51 

26 

211 

00 

21 

16 

236 

00 

tl 

96 

235 

00 

00 

25 

238 

00 

67 

05 

239 

00 

61 

60 

234 

00 

43 

97 

233 

01 

16 

20 

6) Melanesaneri 

95/2A 

00 

36 

75 

95/8 

00 

02 

52 

95/1A 

00 

06 

52 

99/9B1 

00 

02 

85 

98/2B 

00 

01 

08 

95/IB 

00 

01 

76 

98/6 

00 

20 

18 

98/8 

00 

00 

10 

98/9 

00 

00 

14 

98/10 

00 

04 

78 

98/14 

00 

01 

53 

98/13 

00 

10 

12 

98/15A 

00 

06 

61 

98/21A 

00 

18 

82 

98/2 IB 

00 

00 

59 

116/IB 

00 

09 

50 

116/5E 

00 

07 

67 

116/5C 

00 

02 

02 

116/5F 

00 

28 

01 

116/5H 

00 

00 

10 

117/3 AI 

00 

07 

25 

117/2 A 

00 

12 

26 

117/3A2 

00 

09 

66 

117/3C1A 

00 

00 

10 
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1 1 


3 

4 

5 

6) Melanesaneri (Contd) 

117/2B 

00 

02 

88 

117/3 A3 

00 

10 

38 

117/3C2 

00 

02 

05 

117/5 

00 

15 

18 

117/7 

00 

14 

61 

135/IB 

00 

03 

35 

135/3 

00 

08 

93 

135/1C 

00 

14 

87 

135/4 

00 

02 

21 

135/6B 

00 

03 

66 

135/7 

00 

10 

39 

132/1B2 

00 

02 

38 

132/1B1 

00 

09 

48 

132/IC 

00 

03 

24 

132/2 

00 

09 

81 

132/9A 

00 

09 

05 

132/11AI 

00 

12 

64 

132/11A2 

00 

00 

53 

132/10 

00 

08 

11 

131/3 

00 

03 

80 

131/4A 

00 

08 

21 

131/9B 

00 

03 

06 

131/9C 

00 

14 

22 

130/5 A 

00 

05 

49 

130/5C 

00 

04 

69 

130/5D 

00 

01 

96 

130/6A 

00 

13 

34 

130/6B 

00 

00 

10 

7) Sengappadai 

1/8 

00 

08 

57 

1/5 

00 

28 

33 

1/7 

00 

07 

58 

23/1A 

00 

03 

02 

23/3 AI 

00 

00 

19 

23/2 

00 

26 

79 

23/IB 

00 

00 

52 

23/3 A2 

00 

05 

24 

23/3B2 

00 

02 

03 

23/6A 

00 

03 

04 

23/6B 

00 

03 

81 

23/5 

00 

12 

07 

23/10A1 

00 

13 

65 

23/1 OB 

00 

07 

29 








8892 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 18, 2010/AGRAHAYANA27,1932 [Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

7) Sengappadai (Contd) 

23/13 

00 

06 

57 

24/4A 

00 

05 

84 

24/33 

00 

20 

36 

24/6i, 

00 

05 

66 

32 

00 

02 

59 

33 

00 

19 

15 

3 7/2 A 

00 

00 

31 

36 

00 

01 

21 

34/1A 

00 

07 

63 

34/3 A 

00 

00 

35 

Road in Survey No. 34/1B 

00 

06 

16 

34/3C 

00 

11 

54 

34/5A 

00 

00 

14 

34/5 B 

00 

07 

34 

34/5C 

00 

00 

10 

8) Swamimallampatti 

4/1 

00 

04 

63 

5 

00 

02 

43 

6/1 

00 

03 

70 

14/1A 

00 

17 

61 

14/2 

00 

00 

31 

14/7 A 

00 

00 

93 

14/7B1 

00 

01 

25 

14/3 

00 

10 

06 

14/5 

00 

04 

37 

14/6 

00 

03 

08 

14/8 

00 

12 

67 

22/1 

00 

13 

14 

22/3 A1 

00 

02 

17 

22/2 

00 

07 

37 

22/3 B 

00 

07 

58 

22/6 

00 

01 

42 

22/8 

00 

23 

41 

22/9 

00 

01 

27 

23/3B2 

00 

00 

11 

23/4 

00 

24 

92 

23/6C 

00 

06 

72 

23/6B 

00 

03 

63 

23/7 

00 

08 

43 

32/4D 

00 

17 

20 

24/4 

00 

00 

96 

32/4E 

00 

10 

90 

25/1A 

00 

05 

80 












[WUI—33"S3(ii)] TO^TTTO : 18,2010/aiUgPW 27, 1932 8893 


1 

2 

. _ I'd 

4 

! ■* 

g) SwarnLmallampatti (Contd) 

32/10 

00 

05 

96 

25/2 

00 

13 

14 

32/11 

00 

08 

61 

31/2 A 

00 

00 

18 

31/2B 

00 

08 

49 

31/3D 

00 

01 

48 

29/1 

00 

24 

65 

29/8 

00 

00 

10 

30/1A 

00 

04 

82 

29/9 

00 

03 

19 

29/10A 

00 

04 

71 

29/1 OB 

00 

03 

16 

29/13 

00 

06 

59 

29/14 

00 

01 

58 

30/2A 

00 

20 

88 

30/2B 

00 

00 

10 

30/3A 

00 

12 

67 

30/3 B 

00 

10 

92 

36/7 A! 

00 

00 

10 

30/3 C 

00 

01 

99 

36/7B1 

00 

07 

90 

36/7B2 

00 

04 

36 

36/8 

00 

01 

95 

9) Karisalkalampatti 

35/8 

00 

05 

77 

35/12A 

00 

11 

61 

35/13A 

00 

12 

74 

36/1B 

00 

00 

60 

36/1C 

00 

05 

99 

36/2 

00 

21 

48 

52/IB 

00 

11 

36 

52/1C 

00 

04 

07 

52/7A 

00 

15 

14 

52/3 

00 

00 

73 

51/1 

00 

11 

87 

51/2 

00 

10 

33 

50/3 

00 

06 

11 

50/4 

00 

08 

75 

50/6A 

00 

04 

63 

50/6B 

00 

00 

10 

54/2C 

00 

33 

84 

54/3 

00 

11 

64 

49/14 

00 

00 

57 


4649 Gl/10—16 









8894 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 18, 2010/AGRAHAYANA27,1932 [Part II—Sec.3(ii)] 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

9) Karisalkalampatti (Contd) 

49/17 

00 

16 

30 

49/20A 

00 

09 

98 

49/20B 

00 

00 

48 

55/3 

00 

12 

34 

55/7 

00 

05 

56 

55/4 

00 

02 

68 

55/8B 

00 

02 

80 

55/8C 

00 

04 

17 

55/9B 

00 

10 

37 

56/3 

00 

05 

05 

5 7/2 A 

00 

02 

63 

57/2B 

00 

00 

16 

57/3A 

00 

20 

92 

5 7/4 A 

00 

10 

02 

57/4B 

00 

01 

92 

57/4D 

00 

07 

53 

57/4E 

00 

03 

78 

57/5 

00 

20 

29 

63/9A 

00 

00 

46 

63/9C 

00 

16 

29 

64/2 

00 

03 

05 

92/3 

00 

01 

58 

92/4 

00 

04 

65 

92/5 

00 

09 

65 

91 

00 

52 

54 

90/1A 

00 

02 

1 1 

90/2A 

oo 

18 

70 

88 

00 

16 

70 

89/1 

00 

13 

67 

89/2 

00 

00 

88 

89/3 

00 

04 

70 

89/4 

00 

09 

41 

89/6 

00 

09 

58 

89/7 

00 

12 

17 

89/9 

00 

34 

64 

185/2 

00 

02 

78 

185/3 A 

00 

07 

21 

185/3B 

00 

09 

24 

185/4 

00 

16 

23 

185/6B 

00 

02 

14 

I85/8A 

00 

00 

19 

185/8B 

00 

21 

01 















[HPril—^^3(ii)] 


: f^n: i8,2oio/ara«w"i 27,1932 


1 

2 

3 

< 1 


9 ) Karisalkalampatti (Contd) 


10) Odaippatti 


187/2 

186/2 

189/IB 

189/1C 

189/2B 

189/3B 

189/6 

189/8A 

189/8B 

189/8C 


97/2B 
101/1A 
I01/1B 
101/2 
101/3 
102 
145 

Nala in Survey No. 103 

Nala in Survey No. 144/1 

143/1 

143/4 A 

143/3B 

143/5B 

140/1 

140/2B 

140/4 

140/5B 

140/8 

139/5 

139/6 A 

139/6B 

139/6D 

138/2 

Nala in Survey No. 137/1 

136/3 A 

136/3B 

136/4B 

132 

130/8 

131/1 

Nala in Survey No. 123 
2 














8896 


8896 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 18, 2010/AGRAHAYANA27, 

1932 

[Part II- 

-Sec. 3(ii)] 

1_i_ 2 ' 

3 

4 

5 ' “ 

10) Odaippatti (Contd) 121/IB 

00 

05 

90 

121/2 

00 

00 

38 

121/5 

00 

13 

04 

122/1 

00 

16 

64 

122/2 

00 

00 

79 

122/4 

00 

04 

31 

122/5 

00 

14 

63 

122/6 

00 

14 

24 

11) Kokkulancheri 194/2B2 

00 

22 

61 

I94/2B3 

00 

01 

42 

193 

00 

00 

97 

164 

00 

44 

46 

165/1B 

00 

03 

60 

Nala in Survey No. 160 

00 

04 

34 

158/1 

00 

26 

96 

158/2 A 

00 

05 

81 

158/2B 

00 

00 

34 

158/3 

00 

39 

98 

159/2 

00 

02 

68 

156/1 

00 

31 

21 

156/4B 

00 

12 

05 

156/6 

00 

01 

91 

156/7 

00 

02 

22 

Nala in Survey No. 156/5 

00 

02 

49 

155 

00 

37 

66 

14 

00 

17 

00 

16/IA2 

00 

11 

14 

16/1A1 

00 

00 

53 

16/1B 

00 

11 

88 

16/2 

00 

30 

66 

154 

00 

00 

85 

16/9 

00 

04 

80 

18/1 

00 

10 

00 

18/2 

00 

05 

56 

18/3 

00 

00 

10 

18/5 

00 

20 

32 

18/6 

00 

02 

68 

17 

00 

00 

10 

19/2 

00 

06 

29 

20 

00 

24 

58 

59/1 

00 

26 

59 

Nala in Survey No. 58 

00 

16 

71 








[■qpill—^P^3(ii)] 

TO TT^m : KM 18, 20l0/3EIFFjnr 27, 1932 



8897 

1 « 


2 

3 

4 

5 

1 1 ) Kokkulancheri (Contd) 

57 


00 

31 

39 


56/1A 


00 

07 

52 


56/3 A 


00 

07 

82 


56/3B 


00 

00 

73 


56/4 


00 

17 

64 


56/7B 


00 

05 

41 


5 6/7 A 


00 

00 

79 


56/8 


00 

07 

65 


56/9 


00 

07 

33 


56/10 


00 

07 

64 


55/2 


00 

09 

44 


55/3B 


00 

10 

58 


55/3E 


00 

10 

07 


55/4F 


00 

04 

15 


55/4E 


00 

00 

42 


55/4G 


00 

12 

94 


55/41 


00 

00 

13 


55/4J 


00 

01 

96 


55/4K 


00 

05 

13 


55/4L 


00 

03 

11 


55/4M 


00 

03 

16 


55/5 


00 

08 

68 


Nala in Survey No. 36 

00 

06 

30 


38/10A 


00 

01 

88 


38/1 IB 


00 

08 

74 


37/1A 


00 

10 

73 


3 7/2 A 


00 

08 

84 


37/2B 


00 

00 

96 


48/4 


00 

04 

24 


48/5 


00 

15 

60 


48/7A 


00 

01 

81 


48/6D 


00 

01 

82 


48/7B1A 


00 

06 

21 


48/7B1B 


00 

05 

53 


48/7B2 


00 

07 

26 


48/9 


00 

23 

08 


83/1 


00 

36 

64 


46/2 


00 

09 

95 


84/1A 


00 

27 

19 


47/1 


00 

00 

10 


47/2 


00 

23 

87 


84/ID 


00 

25 

10 

U) Kokkulancheri (Contd) 

84/2 D 


00 

12 

02 


[F. No. L- 14014/98/2010-GP] 
SNEH P. MADAN, Under Secy. 










8898 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 18, 2010/AGRAHAYANA27,1932 [Part II- Sec. 3(ii)J 

13f^T^R, 2010 

RT 3ff. 3069.—RT7R RTW ^ Mr! H m TRET ?1RT I fa 4 % TH 

qi^RI^T £ efjfaH Tl f^T *f 3TRmT3fi FE % % 

T^RRT % faq ftrt'ltafcRH fRR^cR frrffe RT7T WfRT^I f^STf RHT r#q; 

#7, RPR R7RF ^ £ FJRH % fciq RF OTRTOT RRtR | 3R ^ ^T, f^RR 

REF 3FT fcJFlf RFl R>T M I #T Rt F* 3lfa*JxHT % 3TTRRI SEj^xft 4 R^R I, 3FTET R 

3lteR RT 3TRT toT RTq; 

3TTTS, RR, RITcf W, 3llT R^R (^ *t 3RRPT % 3lfRRF RTT 3 TRr) R^m, 196 2 

(1962 50) eft m\ 3 eft otttct (i) m tfr Rtorr m trEt rrr §q, 33 ft rwt % 3fep rt 

3RT RB % TO RTSTR *ft sftw cfBTTt; 

c£ft HZjfRq, RT 33R Tf^Jcfr 4 crf&TcT ^ 3 f^TRR I, FT RTTPa tf f^TTO FET 3rf#m 3ft RFT 3 eft 1W1 
(1) % 3TOET Rift 3ft 3#FJFTT -ft TfcBT RIRRR RFTT RF5t FIRST RFT ft RETT ?, FEft 7 ! fftl % RIF 
'^R ft ft-ft 'U?W toft RR ft fftq 3WT ft 3rf^IRRT ft 3TRR ft ftftl R # qR , TTRTRftWT, WT 
Rltoft. [ftft l RTlfeRH frftftR, R.9#/6ft, TR^SvJlJB, ft#BR ftlRTR ft W, RRT - 

639001, f^iferT ^r 3rr^r i 

313# 


cfTRp) ofifiM EftRT 2 RTF 7TB S rEmTTI 


EB RT ETR 

eC 4/ m # 

RTT- 3^-^-RT^T RTft 
ftfoq SfaRR 




• w 

ftrqqT 

1 

_ 2 _ 

3 

4 

5 

0 ft^7 (ff) 

2596 

01 

97 

60 

2606 

00 

07 

04 

2169 

00 

23 

74 

2168 

00 

30 

01 

Tift R. 2193 % ETRT 

00 

04 

98 

2194 

00 

30 

11 

2139 

00 

09 

41 

2140/2 

00 

08 

78 

2140/1 

00 

00 

14 

2142 

00 

01 

30 

2138 

00 

02 

63 

2137 

00 

23 

87 

2136 

00 

27 

79 

2135 

00 

01 

31 

2134 

00 

00 

87 

811 

00 

04 

52 

815 

00 

16 

49 

812 

00 

07 

12 

813 

00 

08 

00 








[*nnii—®^3(ii)] 

^RcT^T : f^HR 18, 2010/3nJ?m 27, 1932 



8899 

i . i • 


2 

3 

4 .. 

r"5 . ] 

i) (35R) (ft*?*) 

814 


00 

00 

~T2 


80 6 TTCcfT 

00 

05 

34 


805/1 


00 

13 

74 


805/2 


00 

09 

73 


796 


00 

05 

56 


793 


00 

02 

30 


794 


00 

25 

17 


795 


00 

09 

22 


840 


00 

00 

10 


780 


00 

03 

61 


779 


00 

21 

35 


880/1 


00 

06 

64 


880/2 


00 

01 

57 


879 


00 

00 

10 


798 


00 

00 

46 


881 


00 

03 

99 


892 


00 

02 

41 


891 


00 

10 

39 


890/1 


00 

05 

74 


890/2 


00 

06 

09 


889/1 


00 

06 

72 


889/2 


00 

05 

97 


888/1 


00 

12 

07 


895 


00 

00 

10 


896 


00 

04 

24 


888/2 


00 

07 

96 


887 


00 

01 

41 


897 


00 

10 

24 


898 


00 

11 

11 


899 


00 

11 

09 


900/1 


00 

05 

88 


900/2 


00 

04 

93 


901 


00 

11 

42 


902 


00 

02 

23 


903 


00 

01 

97 


905 


00 

00 

17 


904/1 


00 

02 

91 


939 


00 

02 

39 


904/2 


00 

05 

04 


938 


00 

13 

69 


937/1 


00 

05 

84 


937/2 


00 

06 

21 


936/1 


00 

13 

81 


936/2 


00 

04 

50 


936/3 


00 

00 

46 


923 


00 

01 

92 




8900 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : 

: DECEMBER 18, 2010/AGRAH A YANA 27, 

1932 

[Part 11 

-Sec. 3(ii)[ 

It- i 1 

2 

3 

1 4 

| " 5 - 

1) (vRTf) (ftm) 

“3TI 

00 

15 

28 


932 

00 

03 

11 


933 

00 

10 

95 


^ 930 

00 

05 

54 


927 

00 

10 

64 


928 

00 

01 

43 


1176 

00 

01 

62 


1185/2 

00 

04 

46 


1185/1 JfWfl 

00 

14 

18 


676 

00 

77 

21 


669 

00 

56 

55 


^ 1190 if WT 

00 

00 

91 


157 6 ^TM 

00 

02 

72 


1191/1 

00 

00 

10 


1574 

00 

06 

14 


1575 

00 

09 

11 


1573 if 

00 

03 

75 


157 2Ax 

00 

14 

65 


1572M 

00 

17 

38 


1571 

00 

11 

00 


1570 

00 

09 

69 


1584 

00 

00 

28 


1569/1 

00 

05 

56 


1587 

00 

04 

40 


1569/2 

00 

00 

63 


1588 

00 

08 

80 


1589 

00 

12 

24 


1591 

00 

11 

11 


1592 

00 

10 

14 


1593 

00 

11 

33 


1594 

00 

12 

20 


1595 

00 

07 

01 


1596 

00 

03 

36 


1597 

00 

00 

28 


1598 if 

00 

10 

36 


1 600/eft 

00 

01 

21 


1599/1 

00 

06 

74 


1733 

00 

00 

10 


1599/2 

00 

06 

89 


1732 

00 

25 

09 


1731 if TRrjT 

00 

21 

02 


1730 

00 

03 

95 


1729/tr 

00 

31 

84 

2 ) % 

1/Ul 


16 

17 

lAfti 

00 

05 

42 


iMr2 

00 

07 

30 




[*TPTH—^^3(ii)] 


TO^TTR^I 18 f 2010/3Tn?m 27, 1932 


8901 



2 

i 3 J 

4 

5 “1 

2) ^ Iftim) j 

2 rr 

Oo 

09 

53 


2/2 

00 

09 

40 


3/1 

00 

06 

23 


3/2 

00 

03 

78 


4 

00 

10 

53 


7 

00 

18 

63 


8 

00 

22 

56 


9'Ar 

00 

11 

17 


218/3 

00 

17 

62 


218/1 

00 

04 

81 


218/4 

00 

10 

46 


2 20/#2 

00 

16 

60 


2 20/#1 

00 

15 

84 


221 

00 

36 

89 


224 

00 

26 

08 


2 25/5 

00 

00 

16 


239 if TTM 

00 

05 

43 


241 

00 

20 

88 


242/2 

00 

01 

94 


242/1 

00 

24 

46 


243 

00 

10 

41 


244/<ft2# 

00 

00 

11 


245 if WTT 

00 

06 

72 


247/1 

00 

00 

81 


246/tr 

00 

23 

60 


246/#1 

00 

15 

15 

3 ) 

675 

00 

25 

10 


676 

00 

06 

50 


677 

00 

56 

14 


679/2 

00 

06 

04 


679/lqg 

00 

06 

00 


678/4 

00 

16 

05 


672/tT 

00 

26 

57 


672/31 

00 

03 

03 


672/# 

00 

18 

69 


^ ^1. 185 ^ 

00 

08 

48 


1 84/it 

00 

00 

14 


186 

00 

07 

67 


187 

00 

00 

98 


188/it 

00 

20 

18 


188/# 

00 

01 

74 


191 

00 

03 

98 


192 

00 

00 

92 


193 

00 

00 

29 


223 

00 

00 

10 


4649 Gi/10—17 












8902 


8902 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 18, 2010/AGRAHAYANA27, 

1932 

[Part II- 

-Sec. 3(ii)] 

1 ' 1 I 2 

3 

4 

5 

3) (Mr) 434 

~00 

09 

3/ 

433/1 

00 

04 

35 

433/2 

00 

00 

49 

#E. 432 

00 

07 

28 

431/2 

00 

06 

29 

376/# 

00 

00 

45 

e3e. 376/^4 tret 

00 

09 

12 

426 

00 

00 

10 

427 

00 

00 

45 

377/tr 

00 

45 

87 

378 

00 

17 

41 

348 

00 

01 

96 

347 

00 

02 

09 

346 

00 

04 

36 

345 

00 

11 

16 

344 

00 

08 

50 

343 

00 

04 

43 

342 

00 

00 

12 

flef E. 341 4 ttm 

00 

16 

10 

4 ) E. 939 E Reft 

01 

15 

75 

929/5 

00 

20 

51 

929/4# 

00 

01 

31 

929/4# 

00 

10 

80 

92 9/4tt 

00 

00 

34 

113 

00 

02 

52 

114 

00 

19 

18 

115 

00 

01 

63 

E^E. 112 R TIM 

00 

03 

59 

103/2 

00 

00 

39 

105 

00 

06 

80 

106 

00 

09 

81 

107 

00 

05 

93 

109 

00 

02 

71 

86 

00 

01 

92 

84 

00 

13 

35 

83 

00 

13 

53 

82 

00 

03 

94 

81 

00 

00 

10 

71 

00 

00 

77 

72 

00 

08 

57 

73/# 

00 

08 

99 

73/it 

00 

09 

02 

74 

00 

13 

64 

75 

00 

00 

95 

*$E. 551 3 EM 

00 

01 

32 














[MPTII—Tgrrg 3(jj)] 

■ \ 

"4) fam a wn (ftfar) 


*TRct Tjzm : 18, 2010/3ra?m 27, 1932 8903 


2 

3 

4 

5 

552 tT^MT 

00 

01 

78 

553 

00 

00 

10 

533 

00 

08 

76 

535 

00 

09 

31 

534 

00 

19 

07 

536 

00 

10 

88 

528/1 

00 

06 

28 

528/2 

00 

00 

11 

537 

00 

07 

18 

527 

00 

02 

62 

517 

00 

11 

41 

519 

00 

00 

86 

518 

00 

06 

90 

516 

00 

09 

29 

509 

00 

08 

86 

508 

00 

00 

10 

514 

00 

03 

92 

510/2 

00 

06 

47 

487 

00 

02 

93 

510/1 

00 

01 

06 

486/1 

00 

08 

21 

486/2 

00 

02 

76 

474/1 

00 

00 

54 

473 if 

00 

06 

88 

475 ^ 

00 

03 

12 

472 

00 

00 

70 

476 

00 

13 

23 

942/1# 

00 

03 

93 

942/1# 

00 

01 

61 

942/2 % TM 

00 

08 

18 

942/3 

00 

04 

51 

727fc2 

00 

33 

98 

^. 728 ifTM 

00 

12 

17 

737/#1 

00 

01 

02 

737/tjl 

00 

21 

72 

738 

00 

01 

01 

737/^2 

00 

17 

82 

737/U3 

00 

17 

17 

737/#2 

00 

00 

72 

736/u7 

00 

17 

27 

736/U8 

00 

08 

66 









THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 18, 2010/AGRAHAYANA 27,1932 


[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 


4) ^Irim (ftw) 


2 

3 

mi] 

5 

741/1 

00 

10 

13 

741/2 

00 

08 

32 

741/3 

00 

04 

52 

74 2 

00 

14 

32 

743/2 

00 

05 

38 

743/1 

00 

13 

54 

745 

00 

05 

13 

751 

01 

02 

57 

S3 756 if IM 

00 

00 

88 

750 if 7TC?TT 

00 

03 

92 

816/1 

00 

05 

59 

816/2 

00 

03 

2 2 

816/8 

00 

33 

82 

816/9 

00 

02 

58 

816/3 

00 

00 

10 

816/10 

00 

18 

84 

816/7 

00 

14 

61 

816/11 

00 

07 

12 

815/13 

00 

04 

62 

815/12 

00 

09 

06 

815/14 

00 

05 

47 

815/11 

00 

00 

87 

7$ =T. 822 ifTRTir 

00 

21 

78 

857/1 

00 

00 

10 

857/2 

00 

03 

59 

857/5 

00 

05 

81 

857/6 

00 

02 

75 

857/3 

00 

0 0 

40 

857/4 

00 

01 

49 

856 

00 

'’0 

56 

855/4 

00 

00 

51 

855/1 

00 

00 

18 

855/5 

00 

00 

29 

855/3 

00 

14 

24 

855/2 

00 

04 

51 

854/1 

00 

09 

53 

854/2 

00 

00 

17 

853/2 

00 

18 

84 

853/1 

00 

16 

83 

859/2 

00 

03 

57 

852/1 

00 

01 

27 









[’flnil—T3*5 3(ii)] 


W 18, 2010/3TWm 27, 1932 


8905 


r “ "i . 

i ^ 

3 

4 1 

5 


861/3 

00 

08 

70 


861/4 

00 

06 

06 


861/5 

00 

00 

32 


861/2 

00 

15 

69 


861/1 

00 

25 

05 


872/2 

00 

04 

29 


872/3 

00 

04 

28 


873 

00 

19 

95 


874 

00 

22 

32 


875/15 

00 

21 

79 


876/2 

00 

20 

39 

5 ) a^s* 

1894 

00 

07 

24 


^T. 1895 if Jm 

00 

03 

72 


1887 

00 

49 

93 


1896 

00 

09 

17 


1872 

00 

59 

17 


1870 

00 

00 

10 


1854 if Tm 

00 

05 

15 


1881 

00 

72 

08 


1866 

00 

01 

00 


1857 

00 

21 

61 


1858 

00 

21 

81 


1859 

00 

04 

78 

6 ) w 

62/2# 

00 

02 

90 

62/2# 

00 

10 

45 


62/2^ 

00 

08 

88 


62/2sft 

00 

01 

71 


62/1<t 

00 

00 

21 


62/ltm 

00 

07 

77 


62/1# 

00 

19 

70 


64/4 

00 

04 

77 


63 

00 

21 

36 


73/20 

00 

00 

10 


73/19 

00 

05 

91 


73/18 

00 

00 

95 


73/14 

00 

04 

45 


73/15 

00 

02 

11 


73/17 

00 

01 

97 


73/16 

00 

02 

70 


73/13 

00 

01 

13 


73/9 

00 

03 

66 









8906 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 18, 2010/AGRAHAYANA 27,1932 


[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)J 


2 3 


6 ) qgt (ftm) 

73/7 

00 

13 

13 


73/8 

00 

03 

17 


73/6 

00 

01 

56 


74/16 

00 

05 

83 


74/11 

00 

03 

21 


74/15 

00 

03 

01 


74/12 

00 

02 

20 


74/13 

00 

03 

38 


74/14 

00 

03 

28 


75/7 

00 

03 

11 


75/6 

00 

11 

67 


75/5 

00 

01 

41 


75/18 

00 

03 

07 


75/19 

00 

01 

69 


78/5 

00 

03 

92 


78/1 

00 

07 

63 


78/2 

00 

06 

70 


78/3 

00 

12 

73 


79 Sf 

00 

10 

15 


*#^1. 90/1 3f TTM 

00 

43 

01 


90/4# 

00 

09 

00 


90/4# 

00 

04 

02 


90/41? 

00 

04 

50 


90/45 

00 

16 

66 


91/2# 

00 

01 

16 


91/2n 

00 

09 

60 


91/2# 

00 

19 

87 


92/#2 

00 

00 

89 


92/#1 

00 

12 

73 


92/trl 

00 

03 

68 


92/t?2 

00 

13 

64 


93/Iit 

00 

24 

82 


96/3 

00 

02 

93 


96/2 

00 

18 

44 


96/1 

00 

03 

24 


T# T. 97 if TIM 

00 

07 

94 


98 

00 

49 

31 


101 TIM 

00 

04 

99 


157/1 

00 

32 

34 


157/2 

00 

13 

07 


157/3 

00 

16 

11 


5 









[’tTRT II—*^3(ii)] 'TO TT^TT? ; ftTOT 18, 2010/3*3^1 27, 1932_ 8907 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6) tJJJI (pKdt) 

149/1 

00 

01 

40 


158 % jm 

00 

06 

47 


i59Mr 

00 

28 

69 


173/#1 

00 

15 

43 


173/#2 

00 

02 

75 


173/11 

00 

25 

08 


173/# 

00 

38 

42 


17 2/3 

00 

00 

10 


174 

01 

27 

17 


178/3 

00 

04 

24 


176/2 

00 

08 

39 


176/1 

00 

41 

85 


177/2 

00 

06 

80 


186 i*TTW 

00 

05 

36 

7 ) 

604/12 

00 

11 

45 


604/10 

00 

18 

84 


604/11 

00 

15 

91 


604/9 

00 

12 

71 


604/8 

00 

04 

61 


H. 620 

00 

03 

78 


623/2 

00 

02 

53 


623/1 

00 

86 

71 


625/1 

00 

14 

69 


62 6/1 

00 

00 

73 


625/3 

00 

03 

29 


626/2 

00 

19 

07 


627/1 

00 

09 

48 


627/4 

00 

09 

37 


627/6 

00 

18 

08 


447/2tt 

00 

00 

68 


447/3tt 

00 

08 

58 


447/2^ 

00 

38 

62 


437/2# 

00 

13 

75 


437/2*3 

00 

18 

78 


437/1 

00 

04 

50 


439/2 

00 

29 

78 


439/ltj 

00 

27 

02 


440 

00 

01 

93 


445/2 

00 

36 

41 


442 

00 

33 

88 


672 if TRcTT 

00 

07 

43 













8908 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 18, 2010/AGRAHAYANA27,1932 [Part II—See. 3(ii)] 


! ' 

2 

3 

4 

| 5 

7) (PlidO 

671 

00 

50 

79 

674/1 

00 

01 

46 

675 

00 

51 

56 

676 

00 

44 

62 

677 

00 

40 

40 

8 ) 

32 if WT 

00 

31 

62 

33 if TIM 

00 

03 

71 

4 2/tr i 

00 

20 

57 

42/U2 

00 

17 

18 

42/# 

00 

01 

62 

41/lx? 

00 

01 

59 

41/1^t 

00 

02 

80 

41/I^T 

00 

15 

87 

41/2 

00 

18 

2 7 

46/1 

00 

32 

14 

46/2 

00 

00 

19 

4 6/3 

00 

21 

50 

46/4 

00 

21 

35 

54/2 

00 

05 

17 

^T. 53 if TRrTT 

00 

59 

49 

52/# 

00 

17 

61 

5 2 /tr3 

00 

00 

98 

62 if TO 

00 

04 

20 

363 

00 

13 

80 

362 

00 

35 

37 

361 

00 

20 

79 

350/# 

00 

22 

98 

367/f 

00 

11 

21 

367/x; 

00 

08 

49 

367M 

00 

20 

87 

367/#1 

00 

03 

93 

368/<ft 

00 

07 

78 

368/#4 

00 

10 

44 

368M3 

00 

03 

56 

368/#4 

00 

00 

65 

3 68/^t5 

00 

18 

59 

368/#2 

00 

03 

02 

371/li3 

00 

00 

10 

371 /tt 2 

00 

00 

25 

371/ul 

00 

06 

63 

369/3 

00 

13 

18 










iTTRI ^JT : f^FF^ 18, 2010/3TTI?m 27, 1932 


8909 


1 1 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

8) frHrHSfoft (ftWC) 

369/2 

00 

00 

10 


370AJ2 

00 

10 

36 


370Ar1 

00 

13 

93 


370/#1 

00 

01 

27 


370/#2 

00 

20 

41 


345 

00 

01 

04 


461 

00 

05 

46 


391 if 

00 

04 

64 


395 

00 

00 

61 


445BfTMT 

00 

05 

90 


460/1 

00 

16 

32 


459/2 

00 

27 

57 


459/3 

00 

24 

45 


459/4 

00 

22 

01 


*3^. 446 3[TTM 

00 

05 

83 


444/1 

00 

39 

40 


442/7 

00 

00 

90 


444/4 

00 

00 

10 


442/9 

00 

54 

64 


431A;1 

00 

29 

95 


431/*1 

00 

07 

67 


432/4 

00 

23 

96 


432/3 

00 

04 

98 


427 

00 

10 

50 


426 

00 

17 

83 


420 

00 

99 

03 


919 if TTC3T 

00 

04 

28 


922/2 

00 

26 

13 


923 

00 

80 

93 


929ifTl^T 

00 

04 

04 


931/2 

00 

22 

74 


931/3 

00 

22 

72 


931/4 

00 

26 

24 


938 

00 

38 

25 


936/3 

00 

06 

72 


937/2 

00 

30 

91 


^T. 940 WI 

00 

0 5 

9 6 


978/1 

00 

24 



978/2 

00 

i T 

51 


978/3 

00 

07 

53 


978/4 

00 

00 

88 


4649 GI/10—18 







8910 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 18, 2010/AGRAHAYANA27,1932 [Part II- Sec 3(ii)] 


1 



8) (TOT) 

941/2# 

00 

46 

09 


977 

00 

01 

67 


942/3 

00 

22 

43 


942/4 

00 

08 

12 


942/5 

00 

15 

92 


943/2 

00 

46 

70 


964/2 

00 

42 

42 


964/1 

00 

07 

39 


965J(TRm 

00 

07 

27 


1115/5 

00 

02 

11 


1115/4 

00 

14 

48 


1115/2 

00 

27 

49 


1115/3 

00 

11 

17 


1115/1 

00 

03 

97 


1131 

00 

00 

47 


1130/6 

00 

81 

88 


1123/1 

00 

23 

69 


1123/2 

00 

16 

77 


1123/4 

00 

31 

20 


H. 1121 Jf 

oo 

03 

82 


1237/1 

00 

24 

27 


1233/#2 

00 

05 

91 


1237/3 

00 

00 

52 


1237/2 

00 

04 

74 


1233/#3 

00 

06 

19 


1237/4 

00 

03 

16 


1233/#4 

00 

21 

19 


1234/3 

00 

00 

10 


1234/1 

00 

30 

72 


1234/2 

00 

33 

74 


1227/3 

00 

14 

17 


12 27/4 . 

00 

10 

07 


1227/5 

00 

23 

42 


1227/6 

00 

00 

33 


1227/10 

00 

21 

68 


1320/19 

00 

01 

59 


1321/6 

00 

25 

62 


1321/5 

00 

00 

15 


1322 

00 

07 

21 


1323/2 

00 

26 

28 


1323/1 

00 

00 

10 







3(ii)3 18,2010/3^*1^27, 1932 8911 


l 1 

U 2 

: 1 3 " 

4 1 

5 


1323/5 

00 

00 

77 


1323/4 

00 

01 

23 


1323/3 

00 

01 

70 


3$ ^f. 1325^71^1 

00 

05 

63 


1326 

00 

36 

55 


1327 

00 

48 

45 


1330/3t 

00 

03 

56 


1330/2 4 W 

00 

04 

34 


1330/1* 

00 

00 

26 


1328/2 

00 

01 

16 


1328/ln 

00 

00 

19 


1329 

00 

59 

06 


1410 

00 

00 

57 


1411/4 

00 

09 

29 


1411/5 

00 

03 

27 


1411/6 

00 

02 

29 


1411/7 

00 

03 

14 


1411/8 

00 

08 

51 


1411/9 

00 

08 

84 


1411/12 

00 

00 

26 


1411/11 

00 

12 

32 


1411/14 

00 

11 

74 


1411/21 

00 

06 

74 


1411/20 

00 

14 

04 


1411/25 

00 

03 

54 


1411/24 

00 

08 

63 


1411/23 

00 

02 

05 


1411/31 

00 

17 

66 


1414 

00 

67 

18 


1424 

00 

00 

29 


1423/1 

00 

00 

65 


1423/6 

00 

00 

69 


1423/7 

00 

00 

98 


1423/9 

00 

01 

30 


1423/1$ 

00 

01 

10 


1423/14 

00 

01 

16 


1423/15 

00 

01 

41 


1423/15 

00 

02 

07 


1415ifTren 

00 

04 

81 


1421/1 

00 

14 

80 


1416 

00 

11 

01 











8912 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 18, 2010/AGRAHAYANA27,1932 [Part 11—Sec. 3(ii)| 


1 > 

2 

3 

4 

5 

8) (frim) 

1417 

00 

01 

45 


1421/7 

00 

15 

46 


1421/8 

00 

18 

85 


1421/11 

00 

19 

10 


1419/1 

00 

11 

68 


1419/2 

00 

25 

34 


1419/6 

00 

12 

79 


1419/7 

00 

13 

12 


1419/10 

00 

12 

64 


1485/1 

00 

01 

33 


1485/11 

00 

06 

44 


1485/12 

00 

10 

39 


1485/16 

00 

12 

79 


1485/17 

00 

01 

25 


1485/24 

00 

00 

75 


1485/25 

00 

07 

89 


1485/26 

00 

02 

10 


1485/2 2 

00 

01 

31 


1484/8 

00 

03 

54 


1484/9 

00 

00 

48 


1484/14 

00 

17 

74 


1484/16 

00 

00 

34 


1484/15 

00 

20 

83 


1484/17 

00 

20 

61 

9) foMM ft 

688 

00 

04 

04 


687/5 

00 

00 

67 


687/6 

00 

54 

63 


687/7 

00 

25 

09 


691/3 

00 

02 

50 


691/4 

00 

41 

73 


694 

00 

85 

26 


699/2 

00 

03 

58 


699/1 

00 

04 

06 


699/6 

00 

03 

18 


699/5 

00 

03 

32 


699/9 

00 

06 

57 


699/11 

00 

07 

(56 


703 ^ TT^T 

00 

04 

25 


704 

00 

63 

56 


708$w 

00 

02 

77 


705 

00 

76 

25 








'*§P*53(ii)] 


18 t 2010/3TWP^T 27, 1932 


8913 


2 

3 

4 

5 

706 

00 

84 

41 

707 

00 

02 

62 

745 

00 

03 

46 

716 

00 

00 

85 

743 

00 

87 

21 

742 

00 

19 

86 

717 

00 

24 

66 

724 

00 

44 

05 

725 

00 

76 

40 

603 

00 

06 

02 

600/5 

00 

00 

10 

600/2 

00 

19 

04 

600/1 

00 

55 

88 

599/1 

00 

21 

10 

601/10 

00 

00 

42 

601/12 

00 

09 

43 

599/3 

00 

00 

10 

601/13 

00 

37 

26 

539/23t 

00 

02 

81 

539/1 

00 

00 

12 

539/2# 

00 

55 

25 

564 

00 

43 

98 

565/1 

00 

01 

92 

565/4 

00 

52 

10 

566/it 

00 

19 

91 

566/cft 

00 

29 

32 

567/u 

00 

39 

98 

567/# 

00 

16 

78 

^ 559 if Tl^TT 

00 

06 

32 

556/3 

00 

42 

00 

558/it 

00 

38 

15 

558/#2 

00 

24 

73 

558/#3 

00 

25 

62 

flcf ^.474 ^fTRrU 

00 

06 

71 

469Ar2 

00 

27 

03 

469/ul 

00 

01 

01 

469/IT5 

00 

18 

00 

469/#3 

00 

14 

98 

4 69/# 2 

00 

30 

25 

467/1 

00 

34 

21 

467/2 

00 

14 

26 


9) frtW) (Ererc) 











8914 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : DECEMBER 18, 2010/AGRAHAYANA27,1932 

[Part II- 

—Sec. 3(ii)J 

1 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

9) (Mr) 467/3 


00 


90 

455 


00 

24 

57 

454/1 


00 

04 

02 

454/2 


00 

26 

20 

454/3 


00 

27 

08 

454/4 


00 

00 

65 

458 


00 

46 

41 

459 


00 

41 

44 

452 


00 

63 

82 

449 


00 

60 

43 

444 


00 

40 

82 

443 


00 

39 

61 

437 


00 

70 

98 


pFT Jl TTyr. 14014/98/2010 ] 

4% W TO, 3T^7 


New Delhi, the 13th December, 2010 

S. O. 3069.—Whereas it appears to Government of India that it is necessary in public 
interest that for transportation of Natural $as from terminal point of Vijayawada - 
Nellore - Chennai pipeline near Tiruttani in TamilHadu to consumers in various parts of the 
country, Chennai - Tuticorin pipeline should be laid by M/s Relogistics Infrastructure 
Limited; 


And, whereas, it appears to Government of India that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the Right of User in land under which the said pipeline is 
proposed to be laid and which are described in the Schedule annexed hereto; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962), Government of India hereby declares its intention to acquire the Right of User therein; 


Any person interested in the land described in the said Schedule may, within twenty-one days 
from the date on which the copies of this notification as published in the Gazette of India 
under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the said Act, are made available to the general public, 
object in writing to the acquisition of the Right of User therein for laying the pipeline under 
the land to Shri S.Rajamanickam, Competent Authority, Relogistics Infrastructure Limited, 
No. 9D/6D Ramakrishnapuram, Opp.Pillayar Kovil, Karur - 639 001,Tamil Nadu State. 
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[R. TJ^T-12012/249/2003-3^3TR( sft-I) ] 
T*fal fw, atf^JKt 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND EMPLOYMENT 

New Delhi, the 19th November, 2010 

S.O. 3070—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 21/2004) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court-Delhi as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
Management of Reserve Bank of India and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
18-11-2010. 

[No. L-12012/249/2003-IR (B-1)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE DRJUCY ADA V, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
NO.l, KARKARDOOMA COURTS COMPLEX, DELHI 

I.D.NO.21/2004 
Shri B.S.Rawat, 

F-222, Moti Bagh 1, 

New Delhi. Workman 

Versus 

The Manager, 

Reserve Bank of India, 

Parliament Street, 

New Delhi -110001. Management 

AWARD 

Heavy financial borrowings from various credit and 
thrift societies besides his employer were incurred by 
B.S.Rawat, who was employed as a typist with R.B.I. He 
failed to discharge his liability The societies wrote to the 
bank and recovery of installments towards loans were 
effected from his salary. On 14-6-2001 and 1st August, 
2001 letters were issued and Shri Rawat was called upon 
to submit a statement in respect of his debt liability. He 
submitted a reply on 17-8-2001 wherein he admitted his 
total liability towards loans taken from various societies 
to the tune of Rs.314921. The Reserve Bank of India (herein 
after referred to as the bank) was of the view that Shri 


Rawat was indebted and unable to liquidate his debt 
liabilities within a reasonable time. Charge sheets dated 
31-10-2001 and 23-1-2002 were served upon him- He replied 
those charge sheets, which reply was found to be 
unsatisfactory. Enquiry officers were appointed to conduct 
enquiries against Shri Rawat. Enquiries were conducted 
and both Enquiry Officers recorded findings against him. 
The Disciplinary Authority issued a show cause notice to 
Shri Rawat against the proposed punishment of dismissal 
from service. Reply submitted by Shri Rawat was 
considered and the Disciplinary Authority imposed 
punishment of dismissal from service, vide order dated 
24-10-2002. Appeal preferred by him was dismissed on 
22-11-2002. Aggrieved by the order of the Disciplinary 
Authority as well as the Appellate Authority Shri Rawat 
raised an industrial dispute before the Conciliation Officer. 
Since conciliation proceedings failed, the appropriate 
Government referred the dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication, vide order No .L-12012/249/2003-IR(B-l), New 
Delhi, dated 8-3-04, with following terms: 

“Whether the action of the management of Reserve 

Bank of India, New Delhi in dismissing Shri B.S.Rawat 

vide Order dated 24-10-2002 is just, fair and legal? If 

not, what relief the workman is entitled to and from 

what date ?” 

2. Claim statement was filed by Shri Rawat pleading 
herein that he was forced to raise various amounts of loan 
from the societies and bank to meet his social necessities 
and huge expenditure on education of his growing children 
he was in the process of repaying his liabilities through 
installments. When charge sheets were served upon him, 
he replied those charge sheets claiming that he was in a 
position to redeem his liability. His explanation was not 
considered and enquiries were conducted. He adduced 
evidence before the Enquiry Officers to the effect that he 
was in a position to redeem his liability. He give concrete 
evidence about his resources and explained that his wife 
was a permanent employee of Mahanagar Telephone Nigam 
Limited (in short MTNL), who gave an undertaking that 
she would be in a position to repay all debts of her 
husband, out of her accumulated savings etc. Ignoring 
that evidence, findings were recorded against him. The 
Disciplinary Authority had not applied its mind and passed 
an order of dismissal. His appeal was also brushed aside, 
without consideration of the undertaking given by his 
wife. He projects that regulation 45 of the R.B.I. (Staff) 
Regulations, 1948 (hereinafter referred to as the 
Regulations) is aimed to have work force of the bank debt 
free and not to penalize the employee with extreme penalty 
of dismissal. The said regulation was wrongly construed. 
According to him the dismissal order is liable to be set 
aside. He claims his reinstatement in service with continuity 
and full back wages. 

3. Contest was given by the bank, pleading that 
there was a complete lack of financial discipline on the 
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part of the workman (Shri Raw at). He submitted a statemmt 
of his liabilities as on 16-8-2001, wherein it was projected 
that an amount of Rs.314921 was payable by him to different 
societies and bank. Subsequently on 27-8-2001 he availed 
a loan of rupees one lac from Nationalised Bank Employees 
(SE) Cooperative NA.Thrift & Credit Society Limited, 
Rohtak and thus by the end of August, 2001 he was under 
a liability of Rs. 41492 1 to different societies and banks. 
On 10-1-2002 he further increased his liability by renewing 
the loan amount from Jawala Cooperative Urban Thrift 
and Credit Society Ltd., Jhandcwalan Extension, New Delhi, 
to Rs.1,25,000, He was not in a position to clear his 
liabilities. His carry home salary during the month of July, 
August and September,2002 was just Rs.337, Rs.55 and 
Rs.67 respectively, which were not enough to effect 
monthly recoveries towards various loans and advances 
availed by him from the bank towards vehicle advance, 
personal computer advance, consumer advance and house 
loan. In his letter dated 18-9-2001 he claimed that his 
indebtedness is within his repaying capacity but he failed 
to honour his commitments, since only a meagre sum of 
Rs.5000 was paid by him till 4-10-2002, to discharge the 
loan taken by him from S.B.I., South Extension Part n, New 
Delhi. His wife showed some interest in his case aft er show 
cause notice was served upon him. She projected that she 
would redeem liabilities of her husband but those liabilities 
were not redeemed by his wife even till the date of his 
dismissal. 

4. The bank projects that regulation 45 of the 
Regulations contemplates that an employee who makes a 
false statement in submission, of statement of his liability 
or who fails to submit the prescribed statement or appears 
to be indebted, unable to liquidate his liability within a 
reasonable time or applies for protection of insolvency 
court, shall be liable to be dismissed. After having paid a 
sum of Rs. 134236 by 4th of October,2002 his liabilities 
were to the tune of Rs.357992. His statement dated 
10-10-2002 discloses that two more loans of Rs.3 8000 from 
Punjab National Bank, Rohtak Road Branch and, Rs. 45000 
from Bank of India, Ashok Vihar Branch were outstanding, 
besides the aforesaid liability. Thus he not only submitted 
wrong statement of his liabilities but there was a complete 
lack of control on his part to check indiscriminate borrowing 
habit. Therefore, the contention of the workman to the 
effect that regulation 45 of the Regulations does not 
envisage the penality of dismissal is uncalled for. Enquiry 
reports were based on evidence adduced in the matter. 
Proper opportunities were given to the workman to defend 
himself. After consideration of reply to show cause notice, 
Disciplinary Authority awarded punishment of dismissal, 
which was proportionate to his misconduct. Appellate 
Authority considered the entire circumstances and found 
no justification to interfere in the matter. The bank claims 
that punishment awarded is in accordance with the rules, 
as well as proportionate to misconduct of the workman. 
His claim petition may be dismissed. 


5. On pleadings of the parties following issues were 
settled by my learned predecessor on 15-12-2005. 

L “Whether Regulation No.45 of the R.B.I. Staff 
Regulation is applicable to the workman in the 
present case?” 

2. As in terms of die reference. 

6. Though issue relating to the virus of the enquiry 
was not framed yet the said proposition was taken up for 
adjudication. Shri B.S.Rawat(WWl) and Smt. Maheshwari 
(WW2) appeared as witness on issue relating to the 
enquiry and the bank tendered enquiry report EX.MW 
1/1. After hearing the parties .issue relating to virus of the 
enquiry was answered in favour of the claimant and against 
the bank vide order dated 9th of October,2009. 

7. Arvind Kumar, Assistant General Manager, was 
examined on behalf of the bank to prove misconduct of 
the claimant. Shri B.S.Rawat and Smt. Maheshwari again 
tendered their affidavits Ex. WW1/B and Ex. WW2/B in 
rebuttal to the evidence adduced by the bank. They were 
cross examined at length on behalf of the management. 
No other witness was examined by either of the parties. 

8. Arguments were heard at the bar. Shri Harish 
Shanna. authorised representative, advanced arguments 
on behalf of the claimant. Shri R.Mehndiratta. authorised 
representative, raised his submissions on behalf of the 
bank. Written submissions were also filed by the parties. I 
have given my careful considerations to the arguments 
advanced at the bar and cautiously perused the record. 
My findings on issues involved in the controversy are as 
follows: 

ISSUE NO. 1. 

9. Shri Arvind Kumar Assistant General Manager 
highlights facts which led to the present controversy. He 
unfolds that Shri Rawat was appointed as peon in R.B.I. 
on 1-2-1973. On 4-4-1977 he was promoted as typist. He 
was posted in R.B.Secretariate, New Delhi after his 
promotion. Service conditions of employees of Reserve 
Bank of India are governed by the Regulations, copy of 
which is EX.MW 1/2 Shri Rawat was supposed to submit 
his statement in respect of his indebtedness on 30th of 
June as well as on 31st of December, every year which 
statements were not filed by him. Letters were received 
from Jawala Cooperative Urban Thrift and Credit Society, 
State Bank of India, South Extension, New Delhi, 
Nationalised bank Cooperative Credit and Thrift Society, 
Delhi Nagrik Sehkari Bank Ltd., Bank of Maharashtra and 
others, asking the bank to deduct installments of loans 
availed by Shri B. S. Rawat and to make payment to the 
aforesaid societies and banks, since Shri Rawat had failed 
to make payment of loans availed by him. In that context 
letter dated 3-4-2001, copy of which is Ex. MW 1/3 was 
issued to Shri Rawat. Since that letter was not replied, 
hence a reminder dated 25-5-2001 was issued, copy of 
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which is Ex. MW 1/4. Vide his letter dated 11-6-2001 Shri 
Rawat submitted his liability statement as on 11-6-2001 
which letter and statements are Ex. MW 1/5 and Ex. 
MW/6. In the liability statement Shri Rawat admitted his 
liabilities towards various banks and societies. However, 
he has concealed his liability towards Bank of 
Maharashtra, who served a legal notice on the bank, copy 
of which notice is Ex. MW1/7. On 1st of October, 2002, a 
letter was issued to Shri Rawat, calling upon him to explain 
his liability towards Bank of Maharashtra, which letter is 
Ex. MW 1/8. Though he was commanded to submit his 
liability statement, but he opted not to furnish the same. 
Show cause notice Ex. MW1/9 was issued, which was 
replied by him on 18-2-2001, copy of which reply is 
Ex. MW1/10. On 27-8-2001 National Bank Employees (S.E.) 
Cooperative N.A. Thrift and Credit Society, Green Road 
Rohtak wrote a letter disclosing that Shri Rawat had taken 
a loan o f rupees one lac from the said society, installment 
of which loan were not paid by him. Copy of the said letter 
is Ex. MW1/11. On 6-12-2001 a show cause notice was 
issued to Shri Rawat. copy of which is Ex. MW 1/12. He 
submitted his reply vide letter dated 18-12-2001, copy of 
which.is Ex. MW1/12. Liability status of Shri Rawat as on 
10-10-2002 has been shown in Ex. MW1/17, which 
document proj ects that there was a liability of Rs .667892.10 
against him on that date. He projects that letters Ex.MWl/ 
18, Ex. MW 1/22 alongwithletters Ex. MW1/23, Ex.MWl/ 
24, Ex.MWl/25, Ex. MWI/7.6, Ex. MWI/35, Ex. MW 1/36, 
Ex. MW1/41, Ex. MW 1/42. Ex. MW 1/43, Ex. MW 1/44, 
besides other documents were received from various credit 
and thrift societies and banks calling upon the bank to 
make payment of installments in respect of loans, which 
were availed by Shri Rawat. He unfolds that Ex. MW 1/40 
depicts salary particulars of Shri Rawat for various years 
out of which it can be noticed that many a times his carry 
home salary was zero. Shri Rawat was unable to discharge 
his liability in respect of various loans and advances taken 
by him from thrift and credit societies and banks. He further 
unfolds that Shri Rawat was under an obligation to give 
his liability statement on command given by the bank. 
Shri Rawat gave three liability statements on three arbitrary 
dates which were not definite. 

10. In his affidavit Ex. WW1/B Shri Rawat projects 
that the authorities were having bias against him. In the 
said affidavit he does not dispute his liabilities, which 
were highlighted by Shri Arvind Kumar in his testimony. 
During the course of his cross examination, he concedes 
that Ex.MWl/7 details correct statement of his liabilities. 
He further admits that Ex. MW 1/40 projects his carry home 
salary in respective months. His carry home salary was 
meagre since the bank used to deduct installments 
towards loan availed by him. When his carry home salary' 
was negligible, in those periods his wife used to maintain 
his family. He concedes that on 24-9-2002 his wife took a 
loan of Rs. 1,25000 from Jawala Cooperative Credit and 


Thrift Society for which loan he stood surety. He concedes 
that on 10-10-2002 a sum of rupees three lacs seventy nine 
thousand was outstanding against him (as a principal 
borrower). He feigned ignorance as to from what source 
he would have repaid the loans in September,2002. when 
his income was absolutely nil. 

11. Smt. Maheshwari Devi sworn in her affidavit Ex. 
WW2/B that she is a permanent employee of MTNL and 
her present emoluments are Rs. 30000 per month. When 
she came to know about indebtedness of her husband, 
she offered her help for clearance of loans. She tried to 
explain those facts to the Competent Authority but he 
refused to meet her. In her cross examination, she concedes 
that in Ex.WW2/B she had concealed factum of obtaining 
a loan of Rs. 125000 from Jawala Cooperative Credit and 
Thrift Society on 24-9-2002. She further admits that from 
the date of her writing letter Ex.WWl/33 till dismissal of 
her husband she had not paid any money to the bank. She 
admits that Jawala Cooperative wrote a letter to the bank 
for recovery of loan installment from the surety i.e. her 
husband. 

12. Out of facts testified by rival parties, it is evident 
that Shri Rawat had obtained loans and advances from 
various Credit and Thrift Society and banks. As on 
10-10-2002 he was indebted to the extent of Rs.379714 
as a principal borrower and to the extent of Rs.288177. lOp 
as surety for various loans. He could not repay the amount 
so obtained by him from various banks and Credit and 
Thrift Societies, who wrote letters to the bank for recovery 
of installments of loan amounts, out of salary of Shri 
Rawat. Smt. Maheshwari Devi wife of Shri Rawat had also 
obtained a loan of Rs. 1,25000 from a Credit and Thrift 
Society for which loan her husband stood surety. She 
also failed to make payment, of that loan amount and Credit 
and Thrift Society wrote a letter to the bank for recovery 
of loan installments from the surety, her husband. Though 
she wrote a letter Ex.WW 1/33 to the Disciplinary Authority 
of her husband, yet she had not paid even a single penny 
to discharge liabilities of her husband, till the date of his 
dismissal It is also emerging out that the claimant was 
under an obligation to submit his liability statements, in 
respect of his indebtedness on 30th of June and 31st of 
December, every year. However he submitted three 
statements on three arbitrary dates. 

13. The Regulations has been proved as Ex.MWl/2, 
by Shri Arvind Kumar. It is not disputed that the 
Regulations govern service conditions of the claimant. 
Regulation No.45 creates an obligation on an employee 
who is in debt, to furnish statement in respect of his 
indebtedness half yearly as on 30th of June and 31st of 
December, besides steps which he intends to take to rectify 
his position In case of submissions of false statement or 
failure to submit a statement or on remaining unable to 
liquidate debt liability within a reasonable time, he entails 
a penalty of dismissal, convenience, contents of 
regulation 45 are reproduced thus; 


4649 Gl/t 0—21 
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“45. An employee who is in debt shall furnish to the 
Competent Authority a signed statement of his/her 
position half-yearly as on the 30th June and 31st December, 
and shall indicate in the statement the steps he/she is 
taking to rectify his /her position. An employee who makes 
a false statement under this regulation or who fails to 
submit the prescribed statement or appears unable to 
liquidate, his/her debts within a reasonable ti me or applies 
for the protection of a insolvency court shall be liable to 
dismissal. 

Explanation: 1. For the purpose of this regulation 

an employee shall be deemed to 
be in debt if his/her total liabilities 
exclusive of those which are fully 
secured exceed his/her sub¬ 
stantive pay for twelve months. 

Explanation: 2. An employee shall be deemed to 

be unable to liquidate his/her 
debts within a reasonable time if 
it appears having regard to his/ 
her personal resources and 
unavoidable current expenses 
that he/shc will not cease to be in 
debt within a period of two years. 

14. Provisions of regulation 45 are based on the 
proposition that an employee should not incur 
unreasonable undebtedness, which liability he is unable 
to liquidate within a reasonable time. It is implicit that an 
employee should provide a standard family with food, 
shelter, clothing, medical care and education of children 
appropriate to his status in life and for that purposes he 
should have means in his hands. In case of unreasonable 
indebtedness of an employee, which liability he cannot 
liquidate continuous for an unreasonable period then that 
situation would result in sweeted labour, reduce his work 
efficiency and thereby diminish die productivity of the 
institution where he is working. Therefore, the amount 
which should be available in the hands of an employee, 
after making payments towards his loan liabilities, must 
provide not merely for bare subsistence of life but also for 
preserv ation of his efficiency and for education of his 
children, medical requirement and amenities of frugal 
comfort with an ability to provide for old age and evil 
days. Social and ethical implications of arithmetic and 
economics of money, received by an employee from his 
employer, cannot be ignored in die present age. Economic 
upliftment of labour is important for securing industrial 
peace, which is essential to increase inefficiency and 
national productivity. Therefore, an amount of money, 
which should remain in his hands should enable an 
employee to cover his bare fooding needs and keep himself 
above starvation and to provide frugal com hut to his 
family. 


15. To ascertain as to what an amount should be 
there in die hands of tin employee, which may provide not 
merely for bare subsistence of his life but also for 
preservation of his efficiency, provisions of regulation 45 
were engrafted. To assess that amount an adjudicating 
authority has to take into consideration die standard of 
working class family, consisting of three consumption 
units, for one earner, minimum food requirement on the 
basis of net intake of calories, recommended for an average 
Indian adult of moderate activity, clothe requirement as 
per capita consumption of 18 yards per annum for one 
person, requirement of shelter/house, fooding, lighting 
and other miscellaneous items of expenditure, education 
of children, medical requirement, minimum recreation 
including festivals /ceremonies and provisions for old age, 
marriage etc. 

16. How a case of indebtedness for an employee of 
die bank is to be considered? Answer to this proposition 
is provided in explanation (1), appended to regulation 45. 
It has been projected therein that when total liabilities, 
exclusive of those which are fully secured, exceeds his 
substantive pay for 12 months, the employee shall be 
deemed to be in debt. Having regard to his personal 
resources and unavailable current expenses, if an 
employee will not be able to come out of such indebtedness 
within a period of two years, he shall be deemed to be 
unable to liquidate his debt liabilities, within a reasonable 
time, projects explanation^) appended to the said 
regulation. 

17. In order to assess whether the claimant fell within 
the mischief of regulation 45 of the Regulations, facts 
unfolded by Shri Arvind Kumar are to be scanned again. 
Before adverting to that exercise, it is expedient to know 
as to what “pay” and “substantive pay” means. Clause (f) 
of regulation 3 defines pay as follows: 

“(f) “Pay” means the amount drawn by an employee 

as — 

(i) the pay which has been sanctioned for a post 
held by him/her substantively or in an 
officiating capacity, or to which he/she is 
entitled by reason of his/her position in a 
cadre: 

(ii) special pay and personal pay: 

(iii) any other emoluments which may be specially 
classed as pay by the Central Board ;” 

'8. Substantive pay has been defined by clause (g) 
of regulation 3 as to mean “die pay to which an employee 
is entitled on account of a post to which he or she has 
been appointed substantively or by reason of his/her 
substantive position in a cadre”. Therefore, for assessing 
as to what pay of the claimant was for 12 months for the 
relevant period Ex.MW/40 is to be considered. This 
document highlights salary particulars of the claimant for 
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the period between April,99 to October,2002. His 
substantive pay for the month of May. 2001 was Rs. 12328 
and for the month of October. 2001 was Rs. 12420. His 
substantive pay for the month of January, 2002 remained 
th e same as was for the month of October, 2001. Therefore, 
the claimant can incur a liability of Rs. 1,49040, exclusiveof 
fully secure liability, without falling within the mischief of 
regulation 45 of the Regulation. 

19. He took loan for the first time on 2-6-99, 
amounting to Rs.75000 with interest rate of 18% per annum, 
which fact emerge out of documents Ex.MWl/24, Ex.MWI/ 
25, Ex MW/26 and Ex MW1/28. the could discharge that 
liability completely on 13 -9-2002, when he deposited a sum 
of Rs.26950, by raising a fresh loan. He raised a loan of 
Rs.62400 on 2-2-2000 from, State Bank of India, South 
Extension, Part-II, New Delhi, which fact emerge out of 
documents Ex.MWl/9. Ex.MWl/3 1 and EX.MW1/32. 
Another loan of rupees one lac was taken by him from 
Jaw ala Cooperative Urban Thrift and Credit Society Ltd., 
Jhandewalan Extension, New Delhi on 24-10-2000, as is 
evident out of document Ex.MWl/20. His total liability from 
the above loans came to Rs.2,37,400, which exceeded 
ceiling limit of Rs. 1,49,040. 

20. Claimant was not oblivious to the fact that 
regulation 45 of the Regulations enjoins a duty upon him, 
not to incur a debt liability exceeding an amount of his 
Substantive pay for 12 months. This fact emerge out of 
the circumstances when he raised loan of Rs.50000 from 
Bank of Maharashtra, East Patel Nagar, New Delhi on 
16-11-2000, but opted to conceal that fact from his employer. 
He filed his three liability statements on 11-6-2001, 
16-8-2001 and 10-10-2002, wherein he concealed factum of 
obtaining aforesaid loan. The said loan was paid by him 
on 8-10-2002 by depositing a sum of Rs.57634, taken as 
advance fromhis father in law. He took a loan of Rs.50000 
from Bank of India, Ashok Vihar as emerge out of 
documents Ex.MWl/17 and Ex.MW 1/41, which liability 
was not disclosed by him in statement dated 11-6-2001 
and 16-8-2001. He disclosed that liability for the first time 
in his statement dated 10-10-2002. He also obtained a loan 
of Rs.54400 from Punjab National Bank, New Rohtak Road. 
Delhi, in the year 2001, as is evident from Ex.MWl/17 and 
Ex.MWl/42. This liability was not disclosed by him to the 
bank in his statement dated 11-6-2001 and 16-8-2001. He 
disclosed that liability for the first time in his statement 
dated 10-10-2002. He obtained a loan of rupees one lac 
from National Bank Employees (SE) Cooperative N A. Thrift 
and Credit Society, Green Rohtak on 27-8-2001, as emerge 
out of Ex.MWl/11, Ex.MWl/12 and Ex.MWl/13. That loan 
was finally paid on 21-9-2002 by raising fresh loan on 
24-9-2002. He stood a surety for one Rahul, who took a 
ban of Rs.75000 on 15-6-99 from Delhi Nagnk Sefakari Bank 
Ltd., Subzi Mandi, which liability was not disclosed by 
him. Onreceipt of letter dated 31-10-2001 any installment 
of Rs.3000 PM was deducted from his salary w.e.f. 


November,2001. This liability was not disclosed by him in 
the above three liability statements. He stood surety for a 
loan amount of Rs. 1.25000 obtained by his wife on 
24-9-2002 and that liability was also not disclosed by him. 
The bank received a requisition on 14-7-2004 in that regard. 
Therefore, all these facts make it clear that the claimant 
was well aware of his obligations, as contained in regulation 
45 of the Regulations. He concealed facts from his 
employer, with a view to evade liability. 

21. Shri Arvind Kumar deposed in bold words that 
table Ex.MW 1 /17 projects a liability of Rs.667892.10 
against the claimant as on 10-10-2002. In his testimony the 
claimant does not dispute those facts. As emerge out of 
Ex.MWI/40 from June, 2000 onwards till October, 2002 the 
claimant had received almost nil salary. His loan liability, 
as unfolded by him or through the documents received 
from various Credit and Thrift . Societies and banks was 
amounting to Rs. 3,79,715, besides a liability of Rs. 125000 
as surety for his wife. Therefore, it is evident that the 
claimant incurred a liability which exceeded his substantive 
pay for 12 months. He was not in a position to liquidate 
that liabihty, since he could not receive any pay for almost 
29 months. Therefore, it is evident that for a period of two 
years the claimant was unable to liquidate his liability and 
thus he was deemed to be in debt. Regulations 45 was 
applicable to his case in all its four comers. 

22. Claimant submitted three liability statements 
before the bank on three arbitrary dates, viz. 11-6-2001, 
16-8-2001 and 10-10-2002; Regulation 45 casts an 
obligation on the claimant to submit his liability statements 
half yearly as on 30thof June and 31st of December, every 
year. These liability statements do not answer the 
obligation under which the claimant has to submit liability 
statement half yearly. Furthermore, he concealed certain 
liabilities in Ex. WW 1/6 and Ex. WW 1/16, since certain 
indebtedness were disclosed by him for the first time in 
his liabihty statement dated 10-10-2002.In respect of other 
liabilities he opted not to inform the bank at all, in any of 
the three statements referred above. Therefore, it is evident 
that he failed to filed the prescribed liability statement as 
well as made false statement to his employer. He made his 
accountability established under regulation 45 of the 
Regulations in that regard too. In view of the reasons 
detailed above, it is apparent that the claimant fell within 
the mischief of regulation 45 of the Regulations and cannot 
agitate that he is not liable to the consequences detailed 
therein. Issue is, therefore, answered in favour of the bank 
and against the claimant. 

ISSUE NO. 2 

23. Shri Arvind Kumar unfolds that table Ex. MW 1/17 
depicts liability of the claimant as on 10-10-2002. As per 
figures arrived at, liability of the claimant on 10th of 
October, 2002 is Rs. 667892.10. As and when any bank 
raised liability against Shri Raw at in respect of advance 
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obtained by him from that bank, the bank sought 
explanation of the claimant in that regard. Shri Arvind 
Kumar also proved table Ex.MWl/40 wherein salary 
particulars of the claimant for various years have been 
detailed. When Ex.MWl/40 was perused substantive pay 
of the claimant was found to be 18867.80 p. for the month 
of October, 2002. His liability, exclusive of those which 
were fully secured, ought not to have been exceeded a 
sum ofR.s.2,26,413 in October,2002. Therefore, it is evident 
that on October,2002 his liability exceoded to the amount 
of his substantive pay for 12 months. He was deemed to 
be in debt in October, 2002. As projected in EX.MW1/40 in 
October,2002 his carry home salary was Rs. 2 only, since 
deductions towards loans/advance obtained by the 
claimant from various credit and thrift societies and banks 
were effected by the bank. The claimant was not in a 
position to redeem his liability within a period of two years 
and thus he was deemed to be unable to liquidate his debt 
within a reasonable time. 24. What was the position two 
years prior to October, 2002? For an answer to this 
proposition one has to scan documents proved by Shri 
Arvind Kumar in that regard. Documents Ex.MWl/24, 
Ex.MWl/25, Ex.MWl/26 and Ex.MWl/28 highlight that the 
claimant started taking loan as early as in June,99, when a 
sum of Rs.75000 was taken by him finm Delhi Nagrik Sehkari 
Bank Ltd., Subzi Mandi, Delhi on 2-6-99. He again took a 
loan of Rs.6244 from Slate Bank of India, South Extension 
Part-II, New Delhi, on 2-6-2000, as projected by documents 
Ex.MWLT, Ex.MWl/31 and Ex.MW 1/32. A loan of rupees 
One lac was taken by him from Jawala Cooperative Urban 
Thrift and Credit Society. Jhandewalan Extension. New 
Delhi, on 24-10-2000. as reflected in Ex.MWl/20. Thereibre, 
his liability towards the aforesaid loans were (Rs.75000 + 
Rs. 62400 + Rs. 100000) Rs.2,37,400, besides interest as in 
October, 2000. As per chart Ex.MWl/40 his substantive 
pay in October, 2000 was Rs. 11945. To remain away from 
the mischief of regulation 45 he ought not have raised 
loan liability beyond a sum of Rs. 1 ,43,340. Thus it is 
evident that in October, 2000, his total liabilities exceeded 
his 12 months substantive pay and he was deemed to be 
in debt in that month. 

25. Since June , 2000 till October, 2002 carry home 
salary of the claimant has been negligible. In June,2000, 
he was paid a sum of rupees one only towards his salary, 
after deduction of installments towards loans/advance 
obtained by him from various Credit and Thrift Societies 
and banks. In the like manner he got a sum of rupees one 
as his salary in July, 2000, Rs.39 in August, 2000, nil for the 
month of September, October, November, and December, 

2000, Rs.122 for January,2001, Rs.I for February, 2001, 
Rs.212 for March, 2001, Rs.I 247 for April, 2001, Rs. 1 each 
for the month of May, June, July, August and September, 

2001, nil for October and November, 2001, 
Rs. 102 for December, 2001 Rs,580 for January, 2002, 
Rs. 291, for February, 2002, ml for March, 2002, Rs. 125 for 
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April, 2002, Rs. 446 for May, 2002, Rs.I368 for June, 2002, 
Rs.337 for July, 2002, Rs. 55 for August, 2002, Rs. 67 for 
September, 2002, Rs.2 for the month of October, 2002, as 
depicted in Ex. MW 1/40. Consequently, it is emerging over 
the record that the claimant was not in a position to redeem 
/liquidate his debt liability for a period of two years and in 
fact he could not liquidate that liability within reasonable 
time. It is evident that the bank has been able to establish 
that the claimant was in debt from October, 2000 till 2002 
and he could not liquidate that debt liability within the 
period reasonable period. It amounts to misconduct, as 
coined by regulation 45. The bank could establish facts to 
the hilt in that regard. 

26. Shri Arvind Kumar unfolds that claimant filed 
three liability statements on arbitrary dates, one was filed 
by him on 11-6-2001, the other on 16-8-2001, and last one 
on 10-10-2002. As per obligations contained in regulation 
45 oftheRegulations, the claimant was under an obligation 
to file his liability statement on 30th June and 31st 
December, every year, for which he remains in debt. At the 
cost of repetition it is said that the claimant had not 
disclosed his liability towards loan of Rs. 50000 obtained 
by him from the Bank of Maharashtra, East Patel Nagar, 
New Delhi on 16-11-2000 in none of the liability statements. 
He had also concealed his liability of Rs.50000, in respect 
of loan obtained by him from Bank of India, Ashok Vihar in 
the year 2001 in statements dated 1-6-2001 and 16-8-2001. 
Loan of Rs.54400 was obtained by him from Punjab 
National Bank, New Rohtak Road, in tile year 2000, which 
liability was not disclosed by him in his statements dated 
11-5-2001 and 16-8-2001. Hestood surety to loan obtained 
by Rahul for a sum ofRs.75000 from Delhi Nagrik Sehkari 
Bank Ltd. on 15-6-99, which liability was not disclosed by 
him in none of liability statements submitted by him to the 
bank. He also stood surety for his wife when she obtained 
a loan of Rs. 1,25000 on 24-9-2002 from Jawala Cooperative 
Urban Credit and Thrift Society Ltd., South Extension, 
New Delhi, which liability was also not disclosed by him 
to the bank. He could not rebut the facts in that reg;ird. 
Therefore, it is evident that he made false statement, when 
he gave details of his liabilities in statements dated 
11-6-2001, 16-8-2001 and 10-10-2002. He also failed to 
submit statements on 3 0th of June and 31st of December, 
every year, for the period in which he was in debt. 
Therefore, the claimant made false statements in respect 
of his debt liability and also opted not to make statements 
half yearly. Thus it is evident that the bank could establish 
his misconduct in that regard too. 

27. Much hue and cry w r as raised by the clainuuit 
that his wife Maheshwari Devi wrote to the bank on 
16-9-2002, claiming that she was ready to discharge 
liabilities of her husband. Letter EX.MW1/33 alongwith 
salary slip of Smt. Maheshwari Devi has been proved as 
Ex.MW 1/34. The bank processed her application and 
considered her salary certificate. It came to light that she 
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had also taken various advances and did not have 
capacity to discharge liabilities of her husband. Though 
she wrote to the bank on 16-9-2002, promising to discharge 
liabilities of her husband, yet she raised a loan of Rs. 1,25000 
on 24-9-2002 from Jawala Cooperative Urban Credit and 
Thrift Society, for which loan her husband stood surety. 
Those facts, deciphered by documents Ex. MW1/35. 
Ex.MWl/36 and Ex.MWI/37, make it clear that 
Sint. Maheshwari Devi was not in a position to redeem 
liabilities of her husband. Therefore, contention of the 
claimant that the bank ought to have given an opportunity 
to his wife to discharge his liabilities, is unfounded. 

28. ShriArvind Kumar unfolds that on 12-11-2001 a 
letter was received from Nationalised Bank Employees 
Cooperative Society, informing them that Shri Rawat had 
filed a false affidavit before that society, besides wrong 
details of outstanding dues against him. Copy of the letter, 
affidavit and loan statement are Ex.MW 1150, Ex.MW 1/51 
and Ex.MWl/52 respectively. When Ex.MWl/51 was 
perused, it came to light that Shri Rawat furnished an 
affidavit, swearing therein that he was not a member of 
any other cooperative credit society except the mortgagee 
Bank. Therefore, it is obvious that the said affidavit was 
false to the knowledge of the claimant. It has been 
projetcted that a fabricated document was submitted by 
Shri Rawat and investigation was conducted in that regard. 
Shri B.N.Srivastava, hand writing expert, gave his report 
Ex.MWl/53 wherein he opined that signatures of 
Shri Surender Kumar Kakkar were forged, while obtaining 
loan from Natinalised Bank Employees (S.C. Cooperative 
N .A.) Credit & Thrift Society Ltd. by the claimant. Neither 
report Ex.MWl/53 nor testimony of Shri Arvind Kumar 
were questioned by the claimant in that regard. Therefore, 
it is emerging that while obtaining loan from the society 
the claimant gave false affidavit, besides a forged certificate 
alleged to have been issued by Surender Kumar Kakkar, 
Assistant Manager of the Bank. The bank could establish 
that in obtaining loan from the said Credit and Thrift 
Society claimant had used illegal means also. Misconduct 
in that regard has also been proved against him. 

29. What would be the appropriate punishment for 
the claimant, for misconducts referred above? Claimant 
was dismissed by the bank. Right of an employer to inflict 
punishment of discharge or dismissal is not unfattered. 
Tlie punislunent imposed must commensurate with gravity 
of the misconduct, proved against the delinquent workman. 
Prior to enactment of section 11 -A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 (in short the Act), it was not open to the 
industrial adjudicator to vary the order of punishment on 
finding that the order of dismissal was too severe and was 
not coinmensurative with the act of misconduct. In other 
words, the industrial adjudicator could not interfere with 
tlie punishment as it was not required to consider propriety 
or adequacy of punishment or whether it was excessive or 
too severe. Apex Court, in this connection, had, however, 


laid down in Bengal BhatdeeCoal Company [1963 (1) LLJ 
291] that where order of punishment was shockingly 
disproportionate with the act of the misconduct which no 
reasonable employer would impose in like circumstances, 
that itself would lead to the inference of victimization or 
unfair labour practice which would vitiate order of dismissal 
or discharge. But by enacting the provisions of section 
11-A of the Act, the Legislative has transferred the 
discretion of the employer, in imposing punishment, to 
the industrial adjudicator. It is now the satisfaction of the 
industrial adjudicator to finally decide the quantum of 
punishment for proved acts of misconduct in cases of 
discharge or dismissal. If the Tribunal is satisfied that the 
order of discharge or dismissal is not justified in any 
circumstances on the facts of a case, it has the power not 
only to set aside order of punishment and direct 
reinstatement with back wages, but it has also the power 
to impose certain conditions as it may deem fit and also to 
give relief to the workman, including award of lesser 
punishment in lieu of discharge or dismissal. 

30. It is established law that imposing punishment 
for a proved act of misconduct is a matter for the punishing 
authority to decide and normally it should not be interfered 
with by the Industrial Tribunals. The Tribunal is not 
required to consider the propriety or adequacy of 
punishment. But where the punishment is shockingly 
disproportionate, regard being had to the particular conduct 
and past record, or is such as no reasonable employer 
would ever impose in like circumstance, the Tribunal may 
treat the imposition of such punishment as itself showing 
victimization or unfair labour practice. Law to this effect 
was laid by the Apex Court in Hind Construction and 
Engineering Company Labour [ 1965 (1) LLJ 462]. Likewise 
in Management of the Federation of Indian Chambers of 
Commerce and Industry [l 971 (II) LLJ 630] the Apex Court 
ruled that the employer made a mountain out of a mole hill 
and had blown a trivial matter into one involving loss of 
prestige and reputation and as such punishment of 
dismissal was held to be unwarranted. In Ram Kishan 
[1996 (I) LLJ 982] the delinquent employee was dismissed 
from service for using abusive language against a superior 
officer. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case, 
the Apex Court held that the punishment of dismissal was 
harsh and disproportionate to the gravity of the charge 
imputed to the delinquent. It was ruled therein, “when 
abusive language is used by anybody against a superior, 
it must be understood in the environment in which that 
person is situated and the circumstances surrounding the 
event that led to the use of abusive language. No straight- 
jacket formula could be evolved in adjudicating whether 
the abusive language in the given circumstances would 
warrant dismissal from service. Each case has to be 
considered on its own facts.” 
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31. In B.M.Patil [1996 (11 )LLJ 536], Justice Mohan 
Kumar of Kamatka High Court observed that m exercise 
of discretion, the Disciplinary Authority should not act 
like a robot and justice should be moulded with humanism 
and understanding. It has to assess each case on its own 
merit and each set of fact should be decided with reference 
to the evidence recording the allgation, which should be 
basis of the decision. The past conduct of the worker may 
be a ground for assuming that he might have a propensity 
to commit the misconduct and to assess the quantum of 
punishment to be imposed. In that case a conductor of the 
bus was dismissed from service for causing revenue loss 
of 50p to the employer by irregular sale of tickets. It was 
held that the punishment was too harsh and dispro* 
portionate to the act of misconduct. 

32. After insertion of section 11-A of the Act, the 
jurisdiction to interfere with the punishment is there with 
the Tribunal, who has to see whether punishment imposed 
by the employer commensurate with the gravity of the act 
of misconduct. If it comes to the conclusion that the 
misconduct is proved, it may still hold that the punishment 
is not justified because misconduct alleged and proved is 
such as it does not warrant punishment of discharge or 
dismissal and where necessary, set aside the order of 
discharge or dismissal and direct reinstatement with or 
without any terms or conditions as it thinks fit or give any 
other relief, including the award of lesser punishment, in 
lieu of discharge or dismissal, as the circumstance of the 
case may warrant. Reference can be made to a precedent 
in Sanatak Singh (1984 Lab. 1.C.8I7). The discretion to 
award punishment lesser than the punishment of 
discharge or dismissal has to be judiciously exercised and 
the Tribunal can interfere only when it is satisfied that the 
punishment imposed by the management is highly 
disproportionate to the decree of the guilt of the workman. 
Reference can be made to the precedent in Kachraji Motiji 
Parmar [1994 (II) LLJ 332]. Titus it is evident that the 
Tribunal hits now jurisdiction and power of substituting 
its own measure of punishment in place of the managerial 
wisdom, once it is satisfied that the order of discharge or 
dismissal is not justified. On facts and in the circumstances 
of a case, Section 11 -A of the Act specifically gives two 
folds powers to the Industrial Tribunal, first is virtually 
the power of appeal against findings of fact made by the 
Enquiry Officer in his report with regard to the adequacy 
of the evidence and the conclusion on facts and secondly 
of foremost importance, is the power of reappraisal of 
quantum of punishment. 

33. Power to set aside order of discharge or dismissal 
and grant relief of reinstatement or lesser punishment is 
not untramaled power. This power has to be exercised 
only when Tribunal is satisfied that the order of discharge 
or dismissal was not justified. This satisfaction of the 
Tribunal is objective satisfaction and not subjective one. 
It involves application of the mind by the Tribunal to 


various circumstances like nature of delinquency 
committed by the workman, his past conduct, impact of 
delinquency on employer’s business, besides iength of 
service rendered by him. Furthermore, the Tribunal has to 
consider whether the decision taken by the employer is 
just or not. Only after taking into consideration these 
aspects, the Tribunal can upset the punishment imposed 
by the employer. The quantum of punishment cannot be 
interfered with without recording specific findings on 
points referred above. No indulgence is to be granted to a 
person, who is guilty of grave misconduct like cheating, 
fraud, misappropriation of employers fund, theft of public 
property etc. A reference cannot be made to the precedent 
in Bhagirath Mai Rainwa [1995 (1) LLJ 960]. 

34. As held above, the claimant could not manage 
his economic functions in a manner which ought to have 
kept him away from the mischief of regulation 45 of the 
Regulations. He incurred debt liability from various Credit 
and Thrift Societies and banks and reached a stage of 
indebtedness, which liability he was unable to liquidate 
within a reasonable period. When he could not discharge 
his liabilities, the creditors wrote to the bank who had to 
deduct installments towards loan amount from his salary. 
It resulted that his carry home salary for a considerable 
long period remained nil. A sweated labour cannot 
discharge his official duties diligently that too to the 
satisfaction of his employer. Therefor^, such misconduct 
may require the employer to punish his employee for it. 

35. An obligation was there on the claimant to submit 
his liability statements to his employer half yearly, when 
he incurred loans from various Crtxlit and Thrift Societies 
as well as banks. Neither, he informed his employer about 
liability so incurred and when commanded to do so h did 
not submit correct liability statements. Such misconduct 
make it clear that the claimant has not been honest to his 
duties as well as to his employer. He submitted false 
affidavit to obtain an advance from Jawala Cooper; live 
Credit and Thrift Society. He also gave a fabricated 
certificate purported to have been issued by Sliri Surender 
Kumar Kakkar and induced Jawala Cooperative Society 
to grant loan to him. Consequently it is emerging that he 
had committed serious misconducts, which reflects on his 
moral turpitude. 

36. The bank claims that punishment of dismissal is 
appropriate punishment for misconducts omitted by the 
claimant. On the other hand Shri Harish Shamia presents 
that the claimant rendered 29 years service with the bank. 
He argued that prior to 1999 service rendered by the 
claimant has been meritorious, without any blame. 
Accordingly to him those facts are to be taken into account 
while awarding punishment to the claimant. Factum ofhis 
good services prior to 1999 are not in dispute. Therefore, 
a balance of aggravating factor and extenuating 
circumstances is to be maintained by this Tribunal while 
awarding punishment to him. 



[W] II—TsTJS 3(ii)] 


WIT :1W5R 18, 2010/3TWm 27, 1932 


8939 


37. In Firestone Tyre and Rubber Company of India 
Pvt. Ltd., [1973( l) LLJ 278] Apex Court ruled that when 
the employer did not hold any enquiry or the enquiry was 
found to be defective, the Tribunal would not have to 
consider only whether there was a prima facie case. On 
the other hand, the issue about merits of the impugned 
order of dismissal or discharge is also before the Tribunal 
and the latter, on the evidence adducted before it has to 
decide for itself, whether the misconduct alleged is proved? 
In such cases, point of exercise of managerial function 
does not arise at all. Once the misconduct is proved either 
in the enquiry conducted by an employer or by evidence 
placed before the Tribunal for the first time, punishment 
imposed cannot be interfered with by the Tribunal except 
in cases where the punishment is so harsh as to suggest 
victimization. In a case, after setting aside the order of 
dismissal, whether a workman should be reinstated or paid 
compensation is within the judicial discretion of the 
Tribunal. Therefore, the Tribunal has to consider whether 
misconduct proved warrants punishment of dismissal or 
discharge. 

38. As detailed above, the claimant rendered 29 years 
o f service to the bank and till 1999 he had not incurred any 
liability, which may push him in a situation of indebtedness, 
which liability he would be deemed to be unable to liquidate 
within a reasonable time. Therefore, it is emerging over 
the record that after 1999 till 2002 financial position of the 
claimant reached at a phase where he could not exercise 
any check over it. He did indiscriminate borrowing and 
submitted fabricated document to one of the Credit and 
Thrift Society. He concealed his affairs with the bank, when 
he opted not to submit his liability statement. 

39. Whether misconducts committed by the claimant 
are so grave where punishment of dismissal would be 
justified? Economic affairs of the claimant, over which he 
opted not to exercise any control, pushed him in doldrums. 
Not only that he committed misconduct of presenting false 
affidavit and fabricated document before a Credit and 
Thrift Society, but opted not to present clear facts before 
his employee. That fact makes it clear that confidence 
cannot be reposed in such an employee. Therefore, it 
cannot be expected from the bank to retain him in service. 
But punishment of dismissal entails heavy consequences 
on the claimant, besides forfeature of meritorious services, 
rendered by him in past. Therefore, punishment of 
dismissal would be too harsh and may give an inference 
of victimization too. Taking into account all these aspects, 
I am of the considered view that punishment of discharge 
simpliciter would be adequate punishment in the case, 
where the claimant would be entitled for his retiral benefits. 
Consequently punishment of discharge simpliciter is 
substituted for the punishment of dismissal awarded by 
the bank to the claimant, which punishment would operate 
from the date of punishment, awarded to him by his 
employer. With this substitution or punishment an award 


is passed. It be sent to the appropriate Government for 
publication. 

Dated: 28-9-2010 

Dr. R K YADAV, Presiding Officer 
19 2010 
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[ri. TTcT-12012/498/98-3TT^R(Tt-I) ] 
TftTT friF, t^F 

New Delhi, the 19th November, 2010 

S.O. 3071.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 73/99) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Kanpur as shown ic the Annexure, in tire Industrial 
dispute between the Management of State Bank of Patiala 
and their workman, received by the Central Government 
on 16-11-2010. 

[No. L-12012/498/98-1R (B-l)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI RAM PARKASH, HJS, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUN AL-CUM-LA BO UR COURT, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 73 of 99 
BETWEEN 
Sri Amn Kumar, 

S/o Sri Ram, 

Village Khnpur & Post Saria Akil, 

Allahabad. 

AND 

State Bank of Patiala, 

The Assistant General Manager, 

Secretariat Zonal office/Regional office, 
Connaught Place, 

C-31/32, New Delhi. 

AWARD 

1. Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum 
Labor Court has referred the dispute by notification No. L- 
12012/498/98-IR(B-l) dated 26-3-99 which is as under:— 
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2. Whether the action of the management of State 
Bank of Patiala in terminating the services of Sri Aran 
Kumar with effect from 28-2-98 is justified? If not what 
relief the workman is entitled for? 

3. Brief facts are- 

4. The claimant is enrolled with the Local 
Employment Exchange, Allahabad and that when it came 
to his notice that one permanent post of Water Boy is 
created in the State Bank of Patiala Kydganj, Allahabad, 
had made an application for his appointment as Water 
Boy along with full bio-data to the bank. Thereafter, his 
name was forwarded by the employment exchange and 
the selection process was held with the permission of AGM 
of the Bank. The petitioner was selected as Water Boy 
and he was issued an appointment letter in this regard on 
21-1-97. 

5. It is the further case of the petitioner that under 
instruction of the Assistant General Manager, the selection 
of the petitioner has been made and information in this 
regard was sent by the branch manager to the Assistant 
General Manager of the opposite party bank. On the basis 
of above the petitioner started working under the opposite 
party bank and worked with sincerity, honesty and left no 
room for complaint of his superior. The petitioner had also 
performed the work of permanent nature of the post in the 
branch. It is also the case of the workman that while he 
was working at the branch the branch manager again 
sought certain names from the employment exchange for 
recruitment of Kahar. The petitioner was working as Kahar. 
The petitioner has completd 240 days of continuous 
service with the opposite party. Claimant’s appointment 
has been made against a permanent vacancy therefore, 
there was no need for holding selection of Kahar in place 
of the claimant. The claimant was neither issued any 
termination order nor the opposite party complied the 
mandatory provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 
at the tune of dispensation of the service of the claimant 
i.e. neither he was paid any notice, notice pay nor 
retrenchment compensation as provided under section 25F 
of die Act, therefore, it amounts to retrenchment as defined 
imder section 2(oo) of the Act, therefore, the same is bad 
in law and is liable to be set aside and the workman be 
therefore be held entitled for his reinstatement in the 
services of the bank with full back wages and all 
consequential benefits. 

6. As against it the opposite party bank has 
contested the claim of the claimant alleging that the 
claimant was engage as a daily rated part time casual 
labour or fetching and storing water which was a 
occasional, intermittent and fluctuating nature of work 
according to banks exigencies on die basis of no work no 
pay and did not hold any regular or permanent post in die 
in any cadre what so ever. No time was fixed for his arrival 
and departure in the bank. Claimant was not signing die 
muster roll meant for regular and permanent employees. 


The claimant never paid any regular wages or facilities as 
available to permanent employees of the bank. The 
petitioner was never appointed on regular basis as claimed 
by him. No appointment letter was ever issued in favour 
of the claimant. Claimant had also never completed 240 
days of continuous service under the opposite party in 
any capacity whatsoever. Claimant had been paid for on 
or two hours on casual basis whenever work of water boy 
was taken by him. It has been alleged that die bank had 
never terminated the service of the claimant, therefore, 
question for extending the benefits of the provisions of 
various section enshrined under the Act does not arise at 
all. Claimant of his own accord had left the part time service 
with effect from 22-11-97 and the opposite party had never 
terminated his service with effect from 28-2-98 as alleged 
by him. The service conditions applicable to regular and 
permanent employees of die bank were not at all applicable 
to the claimant; therefore, the reference order made to this 
tribunal is bad in law and is liable to be rejected. 

7. Claimant also filed his rejoinder in support of his 
claim but nothing new has been pleaded by him except 
reiterating the facts already pleaded by him in his statement 
of claim. 

8. After exchange of pi .Tidings between the parties, 
m the instant case, disputants have also lad lead oral as 
well as documentary evidence in support of their 
respective claims and counterclaims. 

9. My learned predecessor vide award dated 
14-11-06 answered the reference against the claimant. 

10. Being aggrieved by the award claimant challenged 
the legality and proprietary of the award before Hon’ble 
High Court, Allahabad, by way of filing Civil v'isc. Writ 
Petition No. 18918 of 07. 

11. The Hon’ble High Court has remitted back the 

case to the labour court, h has been directed that the 
court shall proceed in accordance with die observation 
made in the writ petitions. It has been observed by the 
Hon’ble High Court that, however, so far' a:-, continuity of 
service of the petitioner with effect from 21- ! -97 to 2K-2-‘> 
is concerned, the petitioner has also moved application or 
summoning of original records before the labour court... 
The petitioner has also prayed for .-.it.;: curing the 
attendance register in order to show that he had worked 
up to 28-2-98 but the labour court has .'ailed to summon 
those documents and attendance register and contrary 
thereto has held that the workman has fail-•- ■ m ■ thm 

he has worked up to 28-2-98. in case ik k or,i • 'd 
have been summon o.l... the v i e\v taker, by ;no ' ■ • ■ v: v- •»■ o 
cannot be sustained A m or imply mi; > u gn oi - -< .. r >' m« 
court dated 14-1 1-2U06 is herein ,/ ’ - i • > • , o u 
is directed to summon the ; . -cos . m -• ; wm 

which the petitioner has filet- oh r. copies so. prayed 
summoning of other documents which may h - urn-., <v 
custody of the employer. 


m]I~7g^3(ii)] 

12, After the case was remitted to this court, she 
court h is given full opportunity to both the parties. £ c-X 
of all *. pposite party was directed to produce the original 
record ?s desired by the claimant. Claimant has stated that 
i inly tl os e records which were mentioned in the application 
dated 20*9-2001 has been sought to be summoned. 

; 3. As per directions of the Hon’ble High Court and 
this court opposite party filed the original record which 
was received in the court on 6-7-2010. 

, 1 These records are 1. Kharcha Khata Register in 
ongina, with effect from 21-1-97 to 30-11-97, (2). Kharcha 
Khat& register in original for the period 1-12-97 to 19-9-98, 
sc). Charges voucher in original for the period 1-4-97 to 
) 6 97, (4) Charges voucher in original for the period 
i 10-97 to 28-2-98, 

!'. After the remittance of the case claimant has not 
adduced any other evidence. Opposite has produced oral 
as well as documentary evidence. Opposite has produced 
u t tval evidence M.W.2 Sri Anil Agarawal, who is the 
Rraecb Manager. Alien there was some complication 
regarding die production of the original record and there 
v>’£ some contradiction as alleged by the claimant in the 
u emem of M.W.2 and the affidavit filed by the 
n-nageuiunt then court thought it proper to summon the 
Actional Head of the Bank and Sri B. R. Kalia, who is 
•' ..(stain General Manager of the Bank at Lucknow, 
appeared and his evidence was recorded as M.W.3. 

16. After going through the facts circumstances 
and evidence of the case the point which comes in dispute 
i: whether the claimant has worked for 240 days or more 
before the date of termination i.e, 28-2-98. 

17. It is true that initial burden live on the claimant 
to prove his case and he has to prove it that he had worked 
for 240 days or more before his termination. Opposite party 
has produced number of decisions of the Hon’ble Apex 
Court. These are— 

18.2008 (Vol. I) SCC (L&S) 792 in between BSNL: 
and others versus Mahesh Chandra. 

19. In this case there was a dispute under the ID Act 
in respect to Section 25F. The Hon’ble Apex Court held — 
legal position reiterated that initial onus is on workman to 
prove that he worked for 240 days in a year—held that 
Industrial and Hon’ble High Court wrongly placed onus 
on die employer B SNL. 

20. Another decision cited is— 

21. 2004 SCC (L&S) 1062 Municipal Corporation 
Faridabad versus Sriniwas—held—burden of proof was 
on workman to show that he had worked continuously for 
240 days in the preceding one year prior to his alleged 
retrenchment. 
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22. Similar is the decision given by the Hon’ble 
Apex Court in the case 2002 SCC (L&S) 367 Rang Forest 
Officer versus T. Hatlimani and other appeal. 

23. To find out whether the claimant had worked 
actoCUy for 240 days continuously or more in the 
prevceding year from the date of termination. 1 have 
examined oral as well as documentary evidence adduce! 
by the parties. 1 have also given due thought of the 
conici dion of the claimant that whether the employer h •*- 
mehfide or otherwise with held any record for product! -i 
before the court. As per statement given by M.W. 2 on 
oath and the record produced in that respect he has clearly 
slated that the claimant Arun Kumar has worked for 42 
days only. M.W. 2 has specifically stated on oath that 
Sri Arun Kumar has been paid on 12-2-97 and payment is 
Rs, 50 and this has been shown at serial number 107 dated 
12-2-97 in the original charger register starting from 
21-1-97 to 30-11-97. This period is relevant because h, the 
reference order the date of termination has been shown as 
28-2-98, therefore, with effect from January, 97 is proper 
and sufficient. Similarly at serial no. 141 dated 19-2-97, 
claimant has been paid Rs. 50. 

24. Likewise M.W.2 has given the details of each 
and every date on which the claimant has been made (he 
payment. He has stated that claimant has worked only up 
to 21-11-97. Again stated that the total period comes to 42 
days. It has also been specified by the management that 
under which head the payment is being made to Amu 
Kumar, at serial no. 107 the payment has been shown as 
clearing charges. 

25. Second charges register is from 1-12-97 to 
19-9-98 that is also relevant for the decision considering 
the date of termination. He (MW 2) has been thoroughly 
cross examined. Nothing has come out in his statement 
which makes Ins statement unbelievable. 

26. Much emphasis has been placed by the 
authorized representative for the claimant that the opposite 
party has not produced the record as per demand made m 
the application dated 20-9-2001. They have demanded the 
cheque clearing register with effect from July 97 to 
December 97 and the peon book. The witness of the bank 
MW-2 has clearly stated that for the period 1997-98 peon 
book and cheque clearing register is not available. 

27. Regarding the production of the attend*; 
register 1 hav e inquired from the authorized of the <4au. 
what he wants to say. He specifically stated befoi ...e 
that he is not demanding or summoning the attend *'re¬ 
register, I have examined the statement of claimant WW 1. 
He specifically admitted in the cross that his attention, t 
was not being marked in the attendance register. Therefor * 
this point also regarding production of attendance reges t . / 
does not give any support to the claimant. He also admitted 
in the cross that he was being paid for the labour by way 
of bank vouchers. 


rtlrtT 12. 2010/ smim 27, 1932 


4649 GlrtO—22 
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28. Now it is the contention of the opposite party, 
that it has been established that the claimant had been 
engaged as labour and not against any substantive post. 
They contended that whatever the work has been done 
by the claimant in any respect then his payment can only 
be made through bank vouchers. In the bank all kind of 
payment made to any person is entered in the charger 
register which have been produced by the opposite party 
with effect from 21-1-97. In this respect 1 agree with the 
contention of the opposite party. When I raised query 
before authorized representative if he has done any job 
and mention of this has been done in the pain book or 
any other register and if it has not been produced, how he 
is being prejudiced? Because if he has done any work 
then he must have received the payments through 
vouchers which must have been entered in the charger 
register. No other query has been raised by theAR for the, 
claimant in respect of charger register or voucher. AR for 
the claimant has raised certain queries regarding the 
contradiction in the reply dated 23-6-2010 submitted on 
affidavit by the opposite party and statement of M.W. 2 
Sri Agarawal. They have drawn my attention towards Para 
8 and 9 of the reply. I have gone through the same and 
analyzed each and every fact. 1 have already summoned 
Regional Head of the Bank Sn Kalia as MW.3. He stated 
on oath that despite all efforts the Dak Peon Book and the 
cheque clearing register of the year 1997-98 as not been 
traceable. He again stressed that the branch makes entry 
of any expenditure in the Kharcha Khata Register giving 
a serial number and date which have been filed in the 
court. No cross examination has been done on this point. 
His statement appears to be believable. 

29. Therefore, in my view there does not appear to 
be any malafide of the opposite party in not producing the 
record as desired by the claimant in .his application, 
because they have produced the original charger register 
Kharcha Khata Register which is genuine and these 
register carries all relevant entries in respoct to the claimant. 

30. Therefore, it is contended by the opposite party 
that the claimant has woiked only up to 22-11 -97 and for 
42 days that too on different dates and not in continuity. 

31. Therefore, there is a force in the contention of 
the opposite party and on the basis of record it has been 
found that the claimant has not worked for 240 days in the 
preceding year before the date of termination i .e. 28 -2-98. 
Even it has been found that he had worked only up to 
21 -11 -97 for a total period of 42 days at different intervals. 
Therefore, the claimant has failed to establish his case 
that he has worked for 240 days or more preceding one 
year from the date of his termination. As such no right 
has, accrued to the claimant under the Act and the opposite 
party has not breached any of the provisions of the Act 
like 25 F. 


32. Therefore, reference is decided against.the 
workman and in favour of the bank. 

1X6-10-2010 

RAM PARKASH, Presiding Officer 
Tf tWt, 19 2010 

3072.—3Wm, 1947 (1947 
i4) 3ft m 17 ^ mm wfa 

if frffe ojkfrfrRT frrerc 3 mm aMfa* 
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[U 12012/249/95-3^^(^-1)] 
T^Tl fW, SlfrFFTCl 
New Delhi, the 19th Novemba*, 2010 

S.O. 3072.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 96/2004) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Nagpur as shown in die Annexure, m the Industrial 
Dispute between die Management of State Bank of India 
and their workman, received by die Central Government 
on 8-11-2010. 


[No. L-12012/249/95-DR. (B-I)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRIJ. P. CHAND, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CGIT-CUM-LABOUR COURT, NAGPUR 
Case No.CGIT/NGP/96/2004 Date: 12-10-2010. 

Petitioner/ ShriAnilP. Nagdive, 

Party No, I: R/o. Gautam Nagar, Ward No. 8, 

Pulgaon, Tahsil Deoli, 

Distt. Wardha. (Maharashtra). 

Versus 

Respondent/ TheAsstt. General Manager, 

Party No. 2: Region - VI, Zonal Office, 

State Bank of India, Kingsway, 
Nagpur. 

AWARD 


Dated the 12di October, 2010 
In exercise of die powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government has referred the industrial dispute between 
the management of Slate Bank of India, Nagpur and their 
workman, Shri Anup P. Nagdive for adjudication as per 
letter No.L-12012/249/95-IR(B.I) dated 7.2.97, with the 
following schedule:— 
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“Wliether the action of the management of State 
Bank of India and through its officers, in 
terminating/discontinuing the services of Shri 
Anil P. Nagdive, Warerman/sub-staff of the 
Pulgaon Branch w.e.f. 10-3-95 is justified/valid 
and legal? If not, to what benefits the employee/ 
workman is entitled for and what directions are 
necessary in the matter?” 

2. This reference was made by the Central 
Government to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Jabalpur by letter No. L-12012/249/95-IR(B.I) dt7-2-1997. 
Subsequently, the reference was transferred to this 
Tribunal for disposal. 

3. The case of the applicant is that he was working 
continuously in State Bank of India, Pulgaon Branch from 
5-4-94 to 10-3-95 and was getting a sum of Rs. 20 per day 
and he was regularly attending the bank and not only he 
was supplying water, but also performing other works as 
per instruction of the employer and he was terminated 
from his service by the Bank and thereafter one Shri Sanjay 
Thakre was engaged in his place and therefore, he put 
forth his grievance before the Labour Officer, Wardha in 
writing and his application was forwarded by the Labour 
Officer to the Asstt. Labour Commissioner (Central), 
Nagpur (the A.L.C. in short) for ‘necessary action and the 
ALC issued notice dt.28-6-95 to the bank to submit its 
comments in the matter and the management of the bank 
submitted its comments and as the bank did not agree to 
send the matter to any arbitrator, the ALC reported to the 
Government of India, the failure of the conciliation. 

The applicant prayed for passing order as deemed 
fit without asking for any specific relief. 

4. In its written statement, the bank has pleaded that 
the reference is bad law as applicant was never a workman 
or sub-staff of the bank and he was only supplying water 
to the bank on contract basis and was being paid for the 
same as per agreed terms. It is also pleaded by the bank 
that the State Bank of India, Pulgaon Branch had been 
shifted to the first floor of a new premises, prior to the 
engagement of the applicant and as the water of the well 
situated in the new premises, was not fit for drinking, there 
was temporary need for supply of drinking water to the 
bank. The applicant approached the bank and agreed to 
supply 10 drums of drinking water each having 16 liners 
capacity, as and when required by the bank on payment of 
Rs. 20 per day and accordingly, the applicant supplied 
drinking water as and when required by the bank and 
initially he was being paid daily but on the request of the 
applicant, the amount was paid to him after the end of 
each month and applicant was not doing any other work 
in the bank and the applicant was not engaged as a 
workman and he was an independent contractor for 
supplying drinking water and was being paid accordingly 
and after permanent arrangement for supply of drinkiing 


water was made by the bank by connecting water line, 
there was no need to continue the contract of the workman 
for supply of drinking water and as such, his contract 
came to an end and no person in place of the applicant 
was appointed for the said work and thus, the dispute 
raised by the applicant does not fall within the definition 
of industrial dispute and the applicant is also not a 
workman. 

5. In support of his claim, the applicant examined 
himself as a witness and reiterated the stands taken by 
him in his statement of claim. The Bank also examined one 
Shri Vijay M. Kulkami, an Officer of the Bank, in support 
of its stands taken in the written statement. 

6. In view of the stands taken by the parties, at first 
it is to be considered as to whether the applicant was a 
workman or sub-staff of the bank in question. 

In view ofthe claim of the applicant, theinitial ' 

was on him to show that he was the workman or s 
of the bank. In this regard, the applicant ntithta 
statement of claim nor in his examination-in-chief fik 
affidavit, has stated that as to who and as to how, he *u- 
appointed in the bank, though he has staled that he 
worked in the bank from 5-4-94 to 10-3-95 on payment of 
Rs. 20 per day. However, in his cross-examma* on, he has 
stated that the Branch Manager, Pulgaon had asked him 
to join on duties and he was given a written a* for the 

same, but he is not in possession of the mkL erder. The 
applicant has not filed a single paper regarding his 
engagement in the bank. The stand of the bank is that due 
to exigency, the applicant was given contract for supply 
of 10 drums of water per day, on payment of Rs. 20 per day 
for the same. In his affidavit, the applicant, at Paragraph 
No.6, has mentioned that he was supplying 10 drums of 
water to the bank, but as 10 drums were not in the bank to 
store water, he was remaining present in the Bank 
continuously and in between, he was performing other 
works at times, being asked by the bank authority. In 
Paragraph No. 12 of his affidavit, the applicant has 
mentioned that prior to the office timing, he was going to 
the bank to supply water and was remaining present in the 
bank for the entire day to supply water as required and 
only thereafter, he was getting the payment and he was 
also doing other works as asked by the employees of the 
bank. The applicant has admitted in his cross-examination 
that he was not selected after screening test and certificates 
regarding his date of birth and educational qualification 
were not called for and provident fund was not deducted 
and he was getting the full amount from the bank and 
initially he was being paid weekly. It is clear from the above 
statement that the applicant was given c ontract for supply 
of 10 drums of water per day by the bank on payment of 
Rs.20 per day and for supplying water, the applicant was 
remaining present in the bank and he might be doing an 
odd job or too being asked by some of the employees of 
the bank at times. It is dear from the materials available on 
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record and the cross statement of the applicant that the 
applicant was never a workman or sub-staff of the ha'A in 
question and as such, the schedule has not beer prop*- y • 
framed. It is also clear from the matennN on record 
once alternative arrangement for drinking water w«;. . i.. 
by the bank, there was no need for the bank for grin : 
contract to the applicant to supply water. In view of tire 
findings that the applicant was not the workman or sub- 
staff of the bank, with respect, I am of the view that T 
decisions cited by the learned advocate for the applicant 
have no application in this case. Hence, it is order: 

ORDER 

The action ofthc State Bank of India, Pulgaon taken 
a gams t the applicant, Shri Anil P. Nagdive, is justified and 
.he applicant is not entitled for any benefit. 

J. P. GRAND, Presiding Officer 

19 W{, 2010 

WX 3073. —1947 ( 1947 
’TT 14) Tl 17 3R, TTTwR' AHtffh JZc 

% £ it t&z frPTR^?' ^ it irs, 

si'qTd ri sMfrrqr fr ^rit TfTSFR 

tfpjc it w (Tftsn i 5/2007) 
m JRRTftRT Tvtit it it 18-11-2010 it 

4T<r ^atT qt I 

[Tf. i2012/68/2006- 4-TF^37R( tft-I) ] 

TTfrT fw, 

New Delhi, the 19th November, 2010 

S.G. 3073.—hi pursuance of Section 17 of the 
i tus trial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
-7 ivunment hereby publishes tlie award (Ref No. 15/2007) 
n the Central Government Industrial Tri buna 1-cum-Labour 
G -urt Nagpur as shown in the Aunoxure, in tlie Industrial 
d :eb ween the M - tgemem of State Bank of India 
: 1 eir workmen, received by the Central Government 
ifc-i Kh'H). 

[No. L-12012/68/2006-IR (B-1)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI XP.CHAND, PRESIDING OFFICER 
CGIT-Cl "Vf. LABOUR COURT, NAGPUR 
Case No. CGIT/NGP/i5/2007 Date 014U2Q10. 

PeLLorwr • The Asstt. General Secretary, 
t.T- i’. f- StarBank Karamchari Sena, 

C/o J •>c Bank of India, 

Maf- be inch. 

Merg. Kings way, 


y ..enf. • ; ih -■ r, 


Party No. 2 : State Bank of India, 

Personnel Department, 
i 6th floor, Corporate Centre, 

Madam Cama Road, P. B. N 0 . i 1, 
Mumbai-21. 

2. Hie Deputy General Manager, 

State Bank of India, 

Zonal Office, 

S.V.Patel Marg, Kings way, 

Nagpur. 

AWARD 

Dated the i st November, 20 i 0 

This or V: arises out of the petition, filed by the 
management for dismissal of the reference. 

2. The case of the management is that the rdfrmcc 
has been made by the Central Government in exercise of 
the power conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (i) and 
sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disomo 
Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) for adjudication ofthc Industrial 
dispute between the State Bank of India, Nagpur; the 
employers and the'r workman, the Union Stale Bank 
Karmachari Sena, as per letttr No. L-12012/68/2006-iR(B-I) 
dared 24-1-2007 with tlie schedule as to “Whether the 
action of the management of State Bank of India, through 
its General Manager, Personnel Department, Mumbai and 
the Dy. General Manager, Nagpur in rejecting the case of 
appointment on compassionate ground in respect of Smt. 
Indira M.Khubnani w/o and dependent of late 
Mohankumar Nathinnal Khubnani, on the newly adopted 
ground of quantum of retrial benefits is justified? If not, 
what relief the dependents of the deceased are entitled 
to?”, and the union has challenged the action of the Bank 
in ^ejecting the case of appointment on compassionate 
ground of the widow of the deceased late Mohankumar 
Nathirmal Khubnani who was an employee of the bank 
and the reference in question is not an industrial dispute 
between the employer and die workman, but it is a dispute 
between tlie legal heir of a deceased employee and the 
employer of the deceased employee and on collective and 
harmonious reading of the definitions of “industrial 
dispute”, “workman” and provisions of Section 2-A of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, it can be found that any dispute 
or difference between the workman and the employer in 
connection with the employment or non-employment or 
terms of employment or conditions of labour are industrial 
dispute and definition of “industrial dispute” does not 
include the dispute between a legal heir of the workman 
and the employer and similarly, the definition of 
“workman” which is also very wide, does not include a 
legal heir of the workman even though it includes an 
apprentice and any person, who has been dismissed, 
discharged or retrenched in connection with, or 
con sequence of that dispute and according to the section 
2-A. individual workman, who has been discharged, 
dismissed or retrenched or otherwise whose service has 
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been terminated when raises the dispute with his employer 
can be deemed to be industrial dispute and as such, this 
Tribunal lacks inherent jurisdiction to decide the reference 
on merit and as such the reference is not maintainable and 
the same is liable to be rejection. 

3. The Union has resisted the petition by filing its 
reply pleading inter-alia that the application is not 
maintainable as the Tribunal has to decide all the issues at 
a time and there is no provision for piece-meal trial and the 
present dispute has been raised by the State Bank of India 
Karmachari Sena, which is duly registered under the Trade 
Union Act, 1926 and the dispute is about change in service 
condition covered by section 9-A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act and the dispute is filed by the union and due to 
withdrawal of granting of appointment on compassionate 
ground, there is change in the service condition and the 
dispute can be treated as an industrial dispute covered by 
Section 9-A and as the condition of the service has been 
changed without notice, the same will affect the existing 
employees also, so the reference is maintainable. 

4. Facts necessary for the disposal of the application 
can be stated as follows:— 

On receipt of the reference, notices were sent to the 
parties and in response to the notice, the Asstt. General 
Secretary, State Bank of Karmachari Sena, on behalf of the 
legal heir of late Mohankumar Naihirma! Khubnani filed 
the statement of claim stating that the Late Mohankumar 
N. Khubnani while working as a Senior Assistant at Main 
Branch, State Bank of India, Nagpur died prematurely on 
14-9-2002 and as such, widow Smt, Indira Khubnani and 
his son Girish Khubnani were entitled for consideration 
for compassionate appointment as per prevailing service 
condition and the family of Late M.N. Khubnani got retiral 
benefit to the tune of Rs.2.51 lakhs and the family pension 
is fixed at Rs. 1,710 and the rejection of the claim of the 
widow and son of the deceased emplo y ee, G. Khubnani on 
the alleged sound financial condition, anti on the ground 
that the scheme for compassionate appointment has been 
amended on the basis of guidelines issued by the 
Government of India and suggestions from the Indian 
Banks Association, which is not registered as per law was 
quite illegal and the Government of India cannot direct the 
Banks to make illegal changes and the Indian Banks 
Association is not the employer of the employees of Party 
No.l Bank and cannot take any policy decision without 
giving notice of change and consultation with employees 
union, and therefore, the new scheme for appointment on 
compassionate ground is totally illegal and cannot be 
applied to the Party No.2 and its members and providing 
employment on compassionate ground has become custom 
and condition of service and by virtue of the new scheme, 
the said condition has been changed, adversely affecting 
the rights of the employees and their dependents. 


5. The bank also filed its written statement raising 
preliminary objection regarding the maintainability of the 
reference on the ground that the dispute in question is 
not an industrial dispute and this Tribunal has no 
jurisdiction to adjudicate the dispute. The Bank has also 
pleaded that appointment of the dependent of a deceased 
employee on compassionate ground is not a matter of 
right and the change made in the scheme for appointment 
on compassionate ground cannot be treated as a change 
in the service condition and as such the union has no 
authority to agitate the matter. The bank also in its written 
statement has denied the allegations made by the union 
pleading that after consideration of the application filed 
by the wife of the deceased workman, as the bank found 
that her case is not a fit case for appointment on 
compassionate ground in view of the principles enunciated 
by the Hon ‘ble Apex Court in several decisions and also 
the provisions of the schemes of appointment on 
compassionate ground applicable to the bank employees, 
rejected her application. 

6. At the time of hearing of the application, it was 
submitted by the union that the Tribunal cannot determine 
the question of jurisdiction separately and the Tribunal is 
required to take into consideration all the issues involved 
in the case for determination together. On the other hand, 
it was submitted by the management that as the jurisdiction 
of the Tribunal has been challenged to decide the reference, 
on the ground that the dispute in question is not an 
industrial dispute, is necessary to determine the same at 
first. In support of such contention, reliance has been 
placed by the learned advocate for the management on 
thedecisions reported in Civil Appeal No.996 of2006 (Chief 
General Manager, SBI Vs Durgesh KumarTiwari), 2007 (II) 
Clk _ J' ' (Garison Engineer, Utility, Batinda Vs Sri Narinder) 
ard 2007 (II) CLR 98 (Hindustan Lever Ltd. Vs Fourth 
Industrial Tribunal and others). In the decision reported 
in 2007 (II) CLR 527 (supra), the Hon’ble Apex Court have 
held that “legal issue regarding maintainability of the 
reference was not considered, right from the beginning of 
the proceeding before the Labour Court and the Hon‘ble 
Hig h Coun, appellant it specific plea that the Act was not 
applicable to it and it was an industry. Unfortunately, 
nei ther the Labour Court, nor the High Court dealt with 
thiis issues”. 

In the above case, the Hon’ble Apex Court set aside 
the award and the order of the Hon’ble High Court and 
remitted the matter to the Labour Court back to decide the 
objection raised by the appellant about the maintainability 
of th e proceedings under the Act founded on. the claim 
that i t is not an industry. In view of the principles enunciated 
by the Hon’ble Apex Court, I hold that it is necessary to 
detemnine at first, as to whether this Tribunal has 
jurisdiction to adjudicate the dispute, as the management 
has raised the objection that the dispute in question is not 
an industrial dispute. 
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7. First of all, I will take up the submission made by 
the union that due to the rejection of the application filed 
by Smt. Indira M. Khubnani for compassionate 
appointment amounts to change of service condition of 
the employees undo’ section 9-A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act. After perusal of the materials on record including the 
statement of claim and the written statement and taking 
into consideration the definition of “workman” and 
“industrial dispute” as provided in the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947,1 find no force in the contention raised by the 
union, due to the following grounds. 

“From the schedule of reference, it is found that 
the Government has referred the dispute to 
decide as to whether rejection of the application 
filed by Smt. Indira M. Khubnani on 
compassionate ground on the newly adopted 
ground of quantum of retrial benefits is justified 
or not and if not justified then to what relief the 
dependents of the deceased are entitled. It is 
also well settled that the Tribunal cannot go 
beyond the reference and decide other matters 
beyond the reference. The reference has been 
made by the Government to find out the 
individual case of Smt. Indira M. Khubnani, so, 
on the guise of espousing the cause of 
Smt. Indira M. Khubnani, the union cannot 
agitate that the change adopted by the bank 
regarding compassionate appointment amounts 
to change of service condition. It is clear from 
die pleading that the union had never raised 
any objection with the Bank or the Government 
when the bank made change ia the scheme of 
giving compassionate appointment. 

It is also clear from the principles enunciated 
by the Hon’ble Apex Court as reported in Civil 
Appeal No.996 of 2006 that Hon’ble the Apex 
Court in 1994, in the case of Umesh Kumar Nagpal 
Vs State of Haryana and others, 1994(4) SCC138 
laid down the guidelines for consideration, while 
giving appointment in public service on 
compassionate ground and the Hon’ble Court 
stated that the general rule is to give appointment 
on the basis of merit and the only exception to 
this is when the person is given appointment on 
compassionate ground and the Hon’ble Apex 
Court made it clear that such case would arise 
when the deceased employee live with “penury” 
or “without any means of livelihood” and 
according to the observation of the Hon’ble Apex 
Court, the Government issues circular to all 
Mimstnes/Departments bringing to their notice 
Ihe observation in Umesh Kumar Nagpal’s case 
and following the guidelines for appointment cn 
compassionate ground, the Indian Bankers 
Association on 23-8-98 issued the scheme for 
appointment of dependants of deceased 
employees and dependants of employees retired 
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on medical grounds and it was stated in the 
scheme that before appointment was granted, the 
financial condition of the employee’s family would 
have to be taken into consideration and according 
to Clause-V of the said scheme, the financial 
condition of the family would include, inter alia, 
(a) family pension, (b) Gratuity amount receipt, 
(c) employee’s/employer’s contribution provident 
fund etc. and the State Bank of India then 
formulated the scheme on 9-1-97 adopting the 
guidelines as contained in the Indian Banks 
Association circular”. 

In the above decision, the Hon’ble Apex Court have 
also held that, “as can be seen from the narration of the 
development of law at the outset, the pensionery benefits 
would be taken into account for the purpose of determining 
financial condition of the family and the deceases! employee 
which specifically provided for taking into the retrial 
benefits. There was no challenge to the scheme by the 
respondent. 

We are of the view that having regard to the settled 
legal position, the order of rejection of the application for 
compassionate appointment of the respondent was 
correct”. 

8. In this case also union had not challenged die 
legality of the scheme. It is also clear from the pleadings 
of the union in the statement of claim that compassionate 
appointments are made considering the financial condition 
of the claimant. From the pleadings of the union and so 
also the principles enunciated by the Hon’ble Apex Court, 
it can be stated that change in the scheme of appointment 
on compassionate ground cannot be said to be a change 
in the service condition and as such there was no quest ion 
of giving any notice under Section 9-A of Industrial 
Disputes Act. 

9. On perusal of the definition of the “industrial 
dispute”, as mentioned in Section 2-K and definition 
of “workman” as mentioned under Section 2-S and 
Section 2-A of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, it is found 
that the legal heirs of the deceased workman and 
specifically the applicant Smt. Indira M. Khubnani 
cannot be treated as a workman and the dispute also 
cannot be treated as an industrial dispute, even 
though the union has raised the dispute on behalf of 
the claimant. As it is held that the claimant is not a 
workman and the dispute is not an industrial dispute, 
it is held that this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to 
adjudicate the dispute. Hence, the petition filed by 
the management is allowed and it is ordered: 

ORDER 

The industrial dispute as referred by the Government 
is dismissed on die ground of this Tribunal of having no 
jurisdiction to decide the same, the same being not 
industrial dispute. 

Hence, this may be treated as no award. 

J. P. CHAND, Presiding Officer 
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[R. ^r-30012/67/2004-3^ 3tff(Trq)] 
«mR nlT-fl, 3^R *dqq 
New Delhi, the 22nd November, 2010 

S.O. 3074.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 61/ 
2005) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court 2, Mumbai as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Aban Offshore Ltd. and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 22-11- 
2010 . 

[No. I^30012/67/20G4-IR(M)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 

PRESENT: A.A. LAD, Presiding Officer 
Reference No. CGIT. 2/61 of 2005 
Ministry's ordo*No. L-30012/67/200LIR(M) dated 14/03/2005 
Employers in Relation to the Management of M/s Aban 
Offshore Ltd. 

(Formerly known as M/s. Aban Lyod Chiles Offshore 
Ltd.) 

Aban Offshore Ltd. 

8/9, Vikas Centre 

S.V.Raod 

Santacruz(W) 

Mumbai-400054. 

AND 

Their Workmen 

Mr. Kingsley Joseph D’Silva 

8 , Juliet Vila 

i ourds Colony 

Oiiem 

Malad(W) 

Mumbai-400064. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Employer : Ms. Mitra Das, Advocate 

For the Workmen : Mr, R.S.Upadhyay, Advocate 
Mumbai Dated the 9th March, 2010 


Corrigendum to award dated 9th December, 2009 

The nam e of the Employer/First Party mentioned in 
the Award dated 9-12-2009 may be read as Aban Offshore 
Ltd. instead of ‘Aban Lyod Chiles Offshore Ltd.’ 

Dated: 9-3-2010 

A. A. LAD, Presiding Officer 
22 2010 

m,3ir, 3075.—stfapm, 1947 (1947 
14)^>t^RF 17 ^ q^q 

#3,3T^q ifftfog foi l < *f ifrsfcT m 

3tfim7r/?R ^T^i3(^f^§qr 35 / 1990 ) 

q>«il 22-11-2010 ^ 

I3tT m \ 

[ri. T55T-11012/13/90-3^ 3TK(RR) ] 

'jjfei 3T^T ■ofqq 

New Delhi, the 22nd November, 2010 

S.O. 3075.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 35/ 
1990) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court 2, Mumbai now as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of International Airport Authority of India 
and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 22-11-2010. 

[No.L-11012/13/90-IR(M)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 

PRESENT; A. A. LAD, Presiding Officer 

Reference No.CGIT.2/35 of 1990 

Employer in relation to the management of international 
Airports Authority of India 

The Airport Director, 

International Airports Authority of India, 

Mumbai Airport, 

Mumbai-400 029 .. .First Party 

V/s. 

Their Workman 

Sliri GK. Pande, 

C/o. Shri Rahul Pande, 

1204, Iris B Unnati Garden, 

Opp. DevdayaNagar, 

Thane (W.) Thane-400606 .. Second Party 
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APPEARANCES: 

For the Employe - : Ms. Aviaasb Pali!, Advocate 
For the Workmen : Mr. Paiavi Kutkami, Advocate 
Date of passing the Award: 6-10-2010 
AWARD 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by 
its Order No. L- 11012/13/90-IR (Misc.) dated 24th October, 
1990 in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 have .referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjuducadon: 

“Whether the action of the management of 
International Airports Authority o ( India, Bombay in 
terminating the serveies of Mir, GK. Pande, Operator 
(E&M) w.e.f. 12-01-1988 is legal and justified? If not, 
to what relief the workman is entitled?*’ 

2. Claim Statement is filed by the 2nd Party at Exhibit 
2 making out the case that,he was appointed by the 1st 
Paily in the year 1982 on the permanent post. He contends 
that, he served with 1 st party for more than six years. He 
contends that, by an order dated 29-4-1988 1 st Party alleged 
that, 2nd Party is absent fiom duty from 12-1-1988 and has 
voluntarily abandoned his post. According to 2nd Party, 
termination of his services came to be effected from 
12-1-1988. He contends that, since he fall sick with effect 
from 12-1-1988 he could not report on duty from 12-1 -198 8 
which he had communicated to office of the 1st Party by 
telephonic message regarding his sickness and inability to 
report on duty. According to 2nd Party said message was 
received by 1st Party through Shri Mistry and Bhujbal, 
Wiremen, who were on duty at that time. He contends that, 
they had made a Log Book entry accordingly. He contends 
that, he remained absent on account of his sickness and he 
submitted unfit certificate on that point and same was 
received by 1st Party. He contends that, he has sufficient 
evidence to show that, he was sick and had reason to 
remain absent from duty. He states that, charge of 
abandonment was wrongly levelled against him since he 
had reason to remain absent and he had communicated the 
reason of his sickness to the 1st Pany. He states that, 
when he recovered from his sickness and reported for duty 
on 4-5-1988 he was not allowed to resume his duty and 
even his medical certificate sent by him was not traced by 
the 1st Party. He states that, he made representation on 
9-5-1988 but no reply was given by the l st Party. He states 
that, he made appeal to the Airport Director against the 
action of the 1st Party and the decision taken by it alleging 
charge of abandonment of job is not good decision. He 
states that, termination of his services on the charge of 
abandonment of job is illegal. He states that, since same is 
illegal he made a demand with the Management for his 
reinstatement with continuity of service from ! 7-1 1988. 
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He contends that, no opportunity was given to him to be 
heard before passing the order and to defend himself. He 
contends that, provisions under Section 2(oo) and Section 
25F of the Industrial Disputes A et, 1947 were not followed 
by the 1st Party before effecting termination of starries of 
the 2nd Party. He states that, the Authorites Regulations 
on the basis of which he was terminated, was not 
approved by the Government of India and it was not 
officially gazette and as such 1st Party cannot terminate 
his services on the charge of abandonment of job relying 
on the Regulation of Air Port Authority of India, 1977. He 
contends that, in the Regulation of 1980 reason of his 
ahsensee is described as ‘misconduct’. He contends that, 
if it is so, the termination of services on the said ground 
amount to inflicting punishment. He contends that, said 
Regulation provide for detailed procedure for inflicting 
major punishment. He states that, the said procedure was 
not followed and termination was effected without 
following it. So he prays for reinstatement with benefit of 
continuity of services and back wages. 

(3) He contends that, he is not engaged in any gainful 
employment after the termination of his services till he -* as 
reinstated. He states that, lie tried to get employment but 
could not get it. He states that, he is not in gainful 
employment after termination. He contends that, after 
termination he made several attempts to get it. However, he 
could not succeed in it. 

(4) This is disputed by 1st Party by filing Written 

Statement at Exhibit 3 stating and condending that, 2nd 
Party was appointed from 15-3-1982 in its establishment. It 
is contended that, he remained absent without prior 
permission and without informing 1 st Party from 12-1-1988. 
It is stated that, no intimation was given by 2nd Party about 
his absensee. It is stated that, action taken by 1st Party of 
terminating his services since he abandoned the job is just 
and proper and it was involved relying on the Regulation 
31(2) (6) of the IAAI (General Conditions of Service) 
Regulation 1980. It is stated that, the action taken by it is 
relying on the provisions as mentioned in the Regulations. 
It is stated that, the Management did not terminate services 
of the 2nd Party malafide as alleged by him. It is stated 
that, 2nd Party remained absent from 12-1-1988 onwards 
unauthorisedly and without intimation and permission and 
did not report on duty for a period of more than 2 months 
which invite to probe Regulation 31(2)(vi) of the 
Regulations, 1980 and it is to be treated as abandonment 
of his job as per die said Rule and relying on it, he was 
terminated. It is stated that, diere is no procedure to make 
an entry of Telephonic messages in Log Book. It is stated 
that, he did not send any communication about his sickness 
as alleged. It is denied that, it did receive any communication 
from the concerned workmen his sickness as alici ai 
U is sailed that, relying on the relevant provision, of 
Regulations 1st Party took actum o a: bis 
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semes,* which is just and proper miC dees not require any 
interference. It is stated that, the* Management did not 
revive any representation dated 9T~\9H? a? alleged by 
the 2 nd Party. H is stated that, fe ere wax 00 &;> Ul will towards 
tin 2iid Party of taking action as date by Ut Party. It is 
stated that, the Regulation is very notch chvtr and the 
question of applying principles of natural justice does not 
arise. It is stated that, though said Regulation was not 
approved bv the Government of India, the same has been 
duly approved by the Board of Airport Authority of India 
and if employee of this type remains absent, a can take 
eel ion agaifisr such an employee. It li, states* that, the said 
Ride came imi force w.e.f. 7-1-1987. It is stated that, 
Regulation of 19W did not conflict with the Regulation of 
1987 and does not come in the way of 1st Party in taking 
decision a gaum 2nd Party. It is stated that, 2nd Party is in 
die gainful erisph >yment after termination of his services. It 
?s denied that, dud Part}* tried to get employment by making 
several ailemors as alleged. It is stated that, 2nd Party is 
responsible for actum which does not require any 
imefference and require to mail?to in in law. 

(5) In view of the above pleadings my Ld. 
Predecessor framed Issues at Exhibit 4 which were decided 
by my Pel Predecessor by passing Award Part I dated 
27 4-1995 holding enquiry not fair and proper and direct 
first party to justify its action. Then Part U Award dated 
>3 -1997 was passed by my Ld. Predecessor holding action 
of the Management in terminating services of the 2nd Party 
is legal and justified. 

(6) Both these Awards were challenged by the 2nd 
Party by filing Writ Petition No. 3513 of 1977 where Hon’ble 
High Court observed termination is illegal and directed 1st 
Party to reinstate him with continuity of service. In the said 
Writ Petition High Court remanded matter back to this 
Tribunal to decide the point of back wages holding it is a fit 
case to remand back the matter to decide the po int of back 
wages and consequential benefits as payable by 2nd Party 
from 294-1988. On that matter came bac k to this Tribunal 
on which 2nd Party remained absent and the Reference 
was disposed off for waa! of pms&uf ion by parting Order 
dated 412-2408 and the stud Reference was disposed off 
since time bcumd directions were she; z .red .A Party did 
;*et rt.ina.tp proven-.. rt'v-T. by filed Ml-c, At-r'i ntion No. 
C01T ?/< of 2003 tq restore ri-e RAfeence e> decided on 
merit Mise. Application No, ('GIT 2/4 of 2008 was also 
disposed off holding 2nd Part,- was m.-i having reason 
m remain absent inthc remanded Reference. On that again 
he moved Horrible High 0-m\ by filing Writ Petition No. 
8468 of2009 in which Hon'hie High Conn directed to take 
Reference on recoui and titx Me A whim* 3 months on the 
point of back wages 


(7) On that Referecne is before this Tribunal on the 
point of back wages, since he is in the employment as per 
directions of the Hon’ble High Court. 

(8) In this respect following points arise for my 
determination which I answer as under: 

Points Findings 

(1) Whether 2nd Party is entitled No. 

for back wages? 

(2) Whet.order? As per the 

Order passed 

below. 

REASONS: 

(9) To substantiate tire claim of back wages, 2nd Party 
filed his affidavit in lieu of the his examination-in- chief at 
Exhibit 36 where he states that, he was employed by 1st 
Party in 1982 and was unlawfully terminated in 1988. He 
contends that, die charge of said was of absenteeism was 
levelled against him. He contends that, termination was 
effected on the ground of abandonment of job. He states 
that, said termination was set aside by the Hon’ble High 
Court observing Regulation on which action taken are not 
empowering 1st Party to terminate his services without 
giving him opportunity to 2nd Party to lead evidence. It is 
also contended that, Regulations which were followed by 
the 1st Party were not notified Regulations which empower 
1 st Party to take action treating 2nd Party as abandoned 
the job qualify it to terminated his services. In the said 
affidavit he states that he made several visits to the officer 
of the 1st Party and requested them to consider his legal 
demand and allow him to join his duties which were not 
heard by thelst Party. He states that, he tried to give 
reason of termination but could not get it. He states that, 
he was staying at Thane and he used to visit number of 
companies at Thane including Indian Smelting, Kores India, 
Dygers Forex, Kors India Ltd- etc. but did not get job. He 
states that, he has his family at native place which owns 
small piece of land and doing agricultural business there. 
He further states that, he has a big joint family at native 
place. He states that, be is married and has a daughter. He 
states that, he helps family in doing business. He states 
that, he was not in the employment from the date of his 
termination till he was reinstated bv is* daily. He states 
that, he was terminated on 12-1-198 x arn w as reinstated on 
2-6-2009. In the cross he states that, at present he is staying 
at Thane. He states that he has no house at Mumbai as 
well as no address. He admits that, his services were 
tominated from 29-4-1988 and not from 29-6 ! 989, He 
admit that, he has no proof to show that, he sent letters to 
1st Party. He admits that, hr has no proof to show that, 
letter produced at page 23of Exhibit 2j -»• given to the 
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Inward SHttfen of th*Attfe»my. Headmits that, said page 
23 of Exhibit 35 also tot not mention that, said letter 
ctftftSfe the letter of Advocate ateo. He admit that, he has 
no evidence to show that, he visited officers of the 1st 
Party on many occasions as mentioned in para 5 of the 
affidavit. Hfc admit that, he has no evidence to show that, 
he tried in various Companies for employment as mentioned 
in para 6 of the affidavit. He admit that after 7 8 months 
from fro date of hH termination he was settled st native 
place. He states that, he was contacting hts advocate on 
telephone. He admits drat, before 2004 mobile service was 
not in force at his native place He states that, m these one 
or 2 years he purchased mobile phone. He suites that, bis 
family as mentioned in para-7 and 1st lire includes 5 
brothers, their wives, 2 uncles, his wife and dauthter of 
elder brother and one son of his younger brother He states 
that, there are 22 members in the family and all are staying 
under one roof. He states that ail 5 brothers are real brothers. 
He states that, since 60 years he has joint family. He states 
that, he can produce land revenue record and till this 
moment he has not produced it. He states that, his ration 
card is not produced to show size of his family. He states 
that, he married at the age of his 43 and his wi Ce is educated 
upto Std. XII. He states tiiat, hi s marriage is arrange maniage. 
He states that parents of his wife are of good financial 
status. He states that, though lie was unemployed and of 
age, still looking to his family background, parents of 
his wife agreed to give him their daughter in marriage. He 
states that, his wife and daughter are only his family. He 
states that, his native place is Bansdeeh which is Tehsil. 
He slates that, his parents are staying in Baliaya. He admit 
that he has no Bank account in U.P. and he has Bank 
account at Mumbai only. He admit that, out of 22 members 
at his family all adult members are doing the agricultural 
work. He deny that, he has annual income of Rs. 2 lakhs. 
According to him their annual income is nearly Rs. 50,000 
to Rs. 60,000. Then question was put to that, he cannot 
claim back wages from 24-9-2008 to 2-6-2009 to which he 
says that if it is to be considered, it be considered 
accordingly. He admit that, letter dated 10-12-1968 Exhibit 
37 signed by him. He admit that, it was given to AAI. Even 
the admit letter of 19-1-2009 Exhibit 3 8 given by him to the 
Authority. On that 2nd Party dosed evidence by filing closing 
purs his at Exhibit 40. 

(10^ 1st Party filed affidavit of Jagannath Tukaram 
Eafegpdeal Exhibit 42 in lieu of examination-in-chief, who 
has not personal knowlecb * of the case but is deposing on 

the basis of the knowledge derived by him by perusing the 
record. In. the cross fee states that, Party remained 
abseil witiwsts pesmisskni and by 1st Party is 

just and pwp<x Bn toy (h*, fmt* is entitled for back 
wages. He also st&es that, he hm no knowledge about the 
dismsRms which took place between Parly and the 
Authority. On that tH Party clwea the evidence by filing 
closing 4.3. 

01) argument* sesubinito fey 2nd Party at 


Exhibit 45 which are replied by 1 st Party by filing it at Exhibit 
47. Then one more reply was given by the 2nd Party to the 
written arguments of the 1st Party at Exhibit 48. 1st Party 
filed list of citations at Exhibit 49. 

(12) Perused all those. 

(13) Here we are on the point of back wages since 
2nd Party is reinstated. 2nd Party claims that, he is entitled 
to get fill! back wages saying that, he was not in the gainful 
employment after tbe termination of his services. Whereas 
case of the ist Party Is that, he is not entitled for back 
wages. It is case of the < st Patty that, he did not try to get 
employment since fee v<> not in need of it as he is having 
goo** financial back ground, 

(14) As for as case made out by the 1st Patty that, 

2nd Party is not entitled lor back wages, we find in Claims 
Statement at Exhibit 2, yarn 24 he only uttered about attempt 
to get. gainful employment after termination of his services 
but did net get it. No ricnvfr. are given in the Claims 
Statement. Even m the aOVH.vfi filed by him at the initial 
stage!. o. while pushing Am .-rd Few* 1 in para 8 ofliis affidavit 
at Exhibit 7. he simply says tfon, he ?Kide several attempts 
to get an empfoymcift but did not succeed in it. Then in 
this affidan? only wry., y v,kv at Exhibit 36, he referred 
name? of / Mono in para-6 of his affidavit 

which were nfo fit* 2-m «o‘v nia.-.e in his previous affidavit 
as w dl Cum o' .foatemem Besides he wrote letter dated 
10-12-2-908 as weH a- dated 1 9-1-2009, where we find in 
said letters he states that be is ready to leave 50% back 
wages from 24-9-2008. So by Exhibit 37 and 38 2nd Fary 
has given up his claim upto 50% back wages though in the 
Claims Statement, he made request for payment of full back 
wages. We have to note that, the Hon’ble High Court has 
given him benefit of continuity of service but has sent 
point of back wages to the Tribunal for reconsideration. 

(15) In that light we have to peruse and see whether 
he is entited for the back wages or really his financial 
position does not permit him to claim it? 

(16) Back wages are paid to benefit the employee to 
pull his family is need with the intention to meet the 
requirements of the family with the help of it. Here we have 
to see whether 2nd Party was in need of it, during the 
period of his unemployment and whether he was in bad 
need of any payment? For that, if we peruse the financial 
and family position of the 2nd Party, in the cross 
examination 2nd Party states that, though he was over age 
and he was unemployed parents of his wife decided to 
give their daughter to him looking to his family back ground. 
That meal’s at the time of marriage he was unemployed as 
well as over age. When decision of giving their daughter 
was taken by the parents of the wife of the 2nd Party, we 
find there must be some force in it. Besides he admit that, 
his family is earning Rs. 50,000 to Rs. '60,000 per year. He 
admit that, there are 20-22 members in his joint family. He 
states that, entire family helped him. He states that, he 
went to native place till he was reinstated. Even he has no 
proof that, he applied with various Companies for 
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employment. Even he admit that, he has no evidence on 
the point of attempts made by him in getting employment. 
In fact burden is on both to prove their respective case. 
Here evidence brought on record and the admissions given 
by 2nd Party reveals that, he was having good financial 
position and there was no need for him to apply for 
employment with other Companies during the period of his 
unemployment after the termination of his services. When 
he was married at over age and that too when he was 
unemployed which he has admitted that position, in the 
depositions, it reveals that, though he was unemployed 
and over age still he was considered by his wife’s family as 
a fit bride groom which in my considered view is sufficient 
to conclude his financial position was sound and 2nd Party 
was not expected to do work for his survival and it does 
not reveal that, he was in need of it. Besides it is admitted 
by him that, parents of his wife are of good financial position 
and when that is so and when 2nd Party was married 
when he was admitted unemployed and he was ever age, it 
reveals that family of the wife of the 2nd Party might have 
taken some responsibility to look after the 2nd Party and 
his wife. Here it is not shown that,due to his unemployment 
he suffered lot. It is not his case that, because of his 
unemployment he unable to educate his child or unable to 
get family requirements and or anybody is dependent upon 
him especially his wife and daughter. Case of the 2nd Party 
that, he was not engaged in gainful employment during the 
period after the termination of his services till he was 
reinstated. At the same time it is not his case that, in the 
said period for which he was not in the employment, he 
took help of others to look after his family and fulfill the 
needs of the family. It is not his case that, he borrowed 
money from others to pull on his family and fulfill the needs 
of his family. Even is not his cas e that he was depending 
on others during unemployment. On the contrary case of 
the Management is that, there was to reason for the 2nd 
Party to beg for money to fulfill his and his family needs. It 
is case of the 1st Party that, his family back ground is 
sound and even it is case of the 1st Party that, the family 
back ground of the parents of his wife is also sound and as 
such he was not in need of any hdp from others. No doubt 
when he was illegally terminated as observed by Hon’bie 
High Court, at the same timer one caiusot ignore that, said 
termination is set aside and the 1st Party vtm ordered to 
reinstate him. It is to be noted that, 1st Party reinstated him 
and he is in the employment. Tha?. na&m illegal termination 
is set aside and relief on it of rei? statement was gjvta only 
and question of back wages of the period for which he did 
not work is claimed by him but fail to prove positively by 
making specific case and leading cogent evidence. He 
simply in one para in Claims Statement says ihSCtie tried 
to get job but unable to get h In the recent affidavit he 
mentioned number of names of the companies where he 
tried for employment but no proof is shown by him really 


mi 

he tried for gamful employment Aft this lead to eoaefeude 
that , the 2nd Party was not at all in need of help tom others 
since at the time of termination his family back pound as 
well as family back ground of Ins wife was economically 
sound to take Ins and his family’s care. When nobody was 
depending upon him and when the parents of the wife 
were having good financial position and supporting him 
and his family back ground was good enough in my 
considered view, employee of this type is not entitled for 
back wages. Besides one has to consider that he (fid not 
work for 1st Party during that period. Besides termination 
is treated illegal and he is reinstated. That also require to 
consider. 

(17) Nudifber of citations are produced by 1st Party 
which I need not reproduce as they arc right at their place. 
Ratio led in those are not disputed by commenting on all 
those. 

(18) Taking into consideration the case made enftby 
both, I am of the view that, 2nd Party is not entitled fbr 
back wages. Hence, the order: 

ORDER 

2nd Party is not entitled to back wages. 

Mumbai, 6th October, 2010 

A. A. LAD, Presfidfhg Offica 
22 "Vim, 2010 

w 3076.—1947 (1947 
14) tiRT 17 ^ T&gta ffrtFTT Writ Sz 

^ wm 16/2007 ) 

VT^lfaRI t ^ RriFH 18-11-2010 TIPS 

531T i 

[*t T^-12012/71/2006-3n$3tR(^-l)] 

iftyr fi&f, 

New Delhi, the 22nd November, 2010 

S.O. 3076.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (ID. No. 16/2007) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal -Cum- Labour 
Court Nagpur as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
Dispute between the management of State Bank of India 
and their workmen received by the Central Government 
on 18-11-2010. 

(No. L-12012/71/2006-IR(B-1)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI J.P. CHAND, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CGIT-CUM-LABOUR COURT NAGPUR 
Case No. CGIT/NGP/16/2007 Dated: 01-11-2010 

Fetitioner/Party Na 1 : The Asstt. General Secretary, 

State Bank Karamchari Sena, 
C/o State Bank of India, 

Main Branch, S.V. Patd Marg, 
Kingsway, Nagpur. 

Versus 

Respondent/Party No. 2 1. The General Manager, 

State Bank oflndia, 

Personal Department, 16th 
floor, Corporate Centre, 
madam Catna Road, P.B 
12, Mumbai-21. 

2 The Deputy General ManagtT, 
State Bank oflndia. Zona! 
Office, 

S.V. Patel Marg, Kingsway, 
Nagpur 
AWARD 

(Dated: 1st November, 2010) 

This order arises out of the petition, filed by the 
management for dismissal of the reference. 

2. The case of the management is that the reference 
has been made by the Central Government in exercise of 
the power conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (!) and 
sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the Industrial Dispute 
Act 1947 [14 of 1947] for adjudication of the Industrial 
Dispute between the State Bank of India, Nagpur, the 
employers and their workmen, the Union State Bank 
Kannnchari Sena, as per letter No. L-12012/71/7006-1R 
(B-i) dated 24-1-2007 with tire schedule as to “Whether 
the action of the management of State Bank cf India, 
through its General Manager, Personal Department, 
Mumbai and the Dy General Manager, Nagpur in rejecting 
the case of appointment on compassionate grovrei its 
respect of Smt. Snehal K. Misal W/o and dependent cf late 
Kamlakar B. Misal, an ex-employee of State Bank oflndia, 
on the newly adopted ground of quantum o f retiral beaefi U 
is jusitified? If not, what relief the dependent of the deceased 
are entitled to?”, and the union Stas challenged the action 
of the Bank in rejecting the case of appointment on 
compassionate ground of the widow of deceased late 
Kamhikar B. Misal who was an employee of the bank and 
the reference in question is not an industrial dispute 
between the employer and the workman, but it is a dispute 
be:ween the legal heir of a deceased employee and the 
eiiipu/yei o f the deceasod employee and on collective and 
harmoniums reading of the definitions of “industrial 
dispute’’, ‘workman’ a? provisions of Section 2-A of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, it can be found that any dispute or 
diffemce between the workman and the employer in 
connection with the employment or non-employment or 
terms of employment or conditions of labour are industrial 
dispute and definition of “industrial dispute” does not 
include the dispute between a legal heir of the workman 
and the employer and similarly, the definition of “workman” 
which is also very wide, docs not include a legal heir of 


the workman even though it includes an apprentice and 
any person, who has been dismissed, discharged or 
retrenched in connection with or consequence of that 
dispute and according to the Section 2-A, individual 

worifSNfirt, who has been discharged, dismissed or 
retrenched or otherwise whose service has beet terminated 
when raises the dispute with his employer car be deemed 
to m Uidustrial dispute and as suds, this 1 Diurnal lacks 
inherent j urisdn-uOu to decide the reference on merit and 
as such the reference is not maintainable die same is 
l iable to be rejection. 

3. The Union has resisted die petitim; try filing its 

reply pleading inter-alia 5bat the application is not 
maintainable as theTribimd fir 5 ; to decide: all the issues at 
a time and there is no p for pies'e-meal trial and the 

present -dispute, has been mi .tl by the State B-:nk oflndia 
Kannachari Som, wlutii. rv *'y registered cmla* the Trade 
Union Act i‘>2c andthv.'fimutei** about chang i in service 
condition covered by Seem n v-A of the Indiistn al Disputes 
Act and tire dispute is fi.Uxi by the un.nn ml due to 
withdrawal ofgran-img ofoppmatiscin -r passionate 
ground, there i? ck-.-tge in -;u terwef ‘ ondhton and the 
disputecan be heated M <*’.1 V.s-''‘Siiftst. f covered by 

Section %A -?nd ivi the -• ;• of A-' -tioce has been 

changed without nolim-. rim msuo win aTeci the existing 
employees also, so die t me.:-nee is wain?finable. 

4. Facts necessary ju/rM-^Mposai of the application 
can be suited as follows 

On receipt of die rokm-nc?.-, notice were sent to the 
parties aaU in response to the notice, the Assfi. General 
Secretary, State Bank of Karmachari Sena, on behalf of the 
legal heir of late Kamlakar B. Misal filed the statement of 
claim stating that late Kamlakar, while working as a Senior 
Assistant in Civil Lines, Treasury Branch of Strde Bank of 
India, Wardha died prematurely on 13-12-200* Hildas such, 
his wife, Smt. Snehal Kamalakar Misal, who Js.s? done post¬ 
graduation, applied for clerical post on con.-passionate 
ground out her application was rejected and the family 
members of late K.B. Misal received not ieu ra '< benefits of 
Rs. 4.48 lakhs and die family pension has been fixed at 
Rs. 2,669 per mouth and the u " x tion oi thv plaint of the 
widow of the deceased was on alleged soui-d financial 
condition and on the ground that *he scheme for 
compassionate appointment has been amended on the 
basis of guidelines issued by the Government oflndia and 
suggestions from the Indian Banks Association, which is 
not registered as per law, was quite- Illegal and the 
Govts iuuen t oflndia cannot direct the Banks to make illegal 
changes and the Indian Banks Association is not the 
enjpl> >yc> of the employees of Party No I Bank and cannot 
take any policy dodgem without giving notu e of change 
and con,s-.?!ta?Ko who the employee", unions, and 
therefore, the new .vcHemo for appointment on 
compassnmatc gi'Oimri is totally illegal and connot be 
applied to the Party No 2 and its members and providing 
employment on compassionate ground ha? become the 
custom and condition of sn vice and by virtue of the new 
scheme, the said condition has been changed, adversely 
affecting the rights of the employees nod the-:? dependents. 

5. The bank also fib.D its wriom sia:onn.oi raising 
preliminary objection repeating the m n.mooy of the 
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reference on the ground that the dfeptue in question is not 
an industrial dipute and this Tribunal has nojtuisdicdon to 
adjudicate the dispute. The Bank has also pleaded that 
appointment of the dependent of a deceased employee on 
compassionate ground is not a matter of right and die 
change made in the scheme for appointment on 
compassionate ground cannot be treated as a change in 
the service condition and as such the union has no 
authority to agitate the matter. The bank also in its written 
statement has denied the allegations made by the union 
pleading that after consideration of die application filed by 
the wife of the deceased workman, as the bank found that 
her case is not a fit case for appointment on compassionate 
ground in view of the principles enunciated by the Hon*ble 
Apex Court in serveral desisions and also the provisions 
of the schemes of appointment on compassionate ground 
applicable to the bank employees, rejected her application. 

6. At the time of hearing of the application, it was 
submitted by the union that the Tribunal cannot determine 
the qestion of jurisdiction separately and the Tribunal is 
required to take into consideration all the issues involved 
in die case for determination together. On the olher hand, it 
was submitted by the management that as the jurisdiction 
of the Tribunal has been challenged to decide the reference 
on the ground that the dispute in question is not an 
industrial dispute, is necessary to determine the same at 
first. In support of such contention, reliance has been plaecd 
by the learned advocate for the management on the 
decisions reported in Civil Appeal No. 996 of2006 (Chief 
General Manager, SBI Vs Durgesh Kumar Tiwari),2007 (II) 
CLR 527 (Garison Engineer,Utility, Batinda Vs Sri Nwndcr) 
and 2007 (II) CLR 98 (Hindustan Lever Ltd. Vs Fourth 
Industrial Tribunal and others). In the decision reported in 
2007 (II) CLR 527 (supra), the Hon’ble Apex Court have 
held that “legal issue regarding maintainability of the 
reference was not considered, right from the beginning of 
the proceeding before the Labour Court and the Hon’ble 
High Court, appellant it specific plea that the Act was not 
applicable to it and it was an industry. Unfortunately,neither 
the Labour Court, nor the High Court dealt with this issue. 

In the above case, the Hon’ble Apex Court set aside 
the award and the order of the Hon’ble High Court and 
remitted the matter to the Labour Court back to decide the 
objection raised by the appllant about the maintainability 
of the proceedings under the Act, founded on the claim 
that it is not an industry. In view of die principles enunciated 
by the Hon’ble Apex Court, I hold that it is necessaiy to 
determine at first, as to whether this Tribunal has 
jurisdiction to adjudicate the dispute, as the management 
has raised the objection that the dispute in question is not 
an industrial dispute. 

7. First of all, I will take up the submission made by 
the union that due to the rejection of the application filed 
by Smt.Snehal K. Misal for compassionate appointment 
amounts to change of service condition of the employees 
under section 9-A of the Industrial Disputes Act After 
perusal of the materials on record including the statement 
of claim and the written statement and taking into 
consideration the definition of “workman” and “industrial 
dispute” as provided in the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 


I find no force in the contention raised by the union, due to 
the following grounds. 

“From the schedule of reference, it is found that the 
Government has referred the dispute to decide as to 
whether rejection of the application filed by 
Smt Snehal K. Misal on compassionate ground on 
the newly adopted ground of quantum of retrial 
benefits is justified or not and if not justified then to 
what relief the dependents of the deceased are 
entitled. It is also well settled that the Tribunal cannot 
go beyond the reference and decide other matters 
beyond the reference. The reference has been made 
by the Government to find out the individual case of 
Smt Snehal K. Misal, so, on the guise of espousing 
the cause of Smt Snehal K. Misal, die union cannot 
agitate that the change adopted by the bank 
regarding compassionate appointment amounts to 
change of service condition. It is clear from the 
pleading that the union had never raised any 
objection with the Bank or the Government when the 
bank made change in the scheme of giving 
compassionate appointment. 

It is also clear from the principles enunciated by 
the Hon’ble Apex Court as reported in Civil Appeal 
No. 996 of2006 that Hon’ble the Apex Court in 1994, 
in the case of Umesh Kumar Nagpal Vs State of 
Haryana and Others, 1994(4) SCC138 laid down 
die guidelines for consideration,while giving 
appointment in public service on compassionate 
ground and the Hon’ble Court stated that the general 
rule irtrgfre appointment on the basis of merit and 
die only exception to this is when the person is given 
appointment on compassionate ground and the 
Hon’ble Apex Court made it clear that such case 
would arise when the deceased employee live with 
“penury” or “without any means of livelihood” and 
according to the observation of the Hon’ble Apex 
Court, the Government issues circular to all 
Mininstries/Departments bringing to their notice the 
observation in Umesh Kumar Nagpal’s case and 
following the guidelines for appointment on 
compassionate ground, the Indian Bankers 
Association on 23-8-98 issued the scheme for 
appointment of dependants of deceased employees 
and dependants of employees retired on medical 
grounds and it was stated in the scheme that before 
appointment was granted, the financial condition of 
the employee’s family would have to be taken into 
consideration and according to Clause-V of the said 
scheme, the financial condition of the family would 
include, inter alia, (a) family pension, (b) Gratuity 
amount receipt, (c) employee’s/employer’s 
contribution provident fund etc. and the State Bank 
of India then formulated the scheme on 9-1-97 
adopting the guidelines as contained in the Indian 
Banks Association circular”. 
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In the above decision, the Hon’ble Apex Court have 
also held that, “as can be seen from the narration of the 
development of law at the outset, the pensionery benefits 
would betaken into account for the purpose of determining 
financial condition of the family and the deceased employee, 
which sepecifically provided for taking into the retrial 
benefits, there was no challenge to the scheme by the 
respondent. 

XXX X X X 

We are of the view that having regard to the set tied 
legal position, the order of rejection of the application for 
compassionate appointment of the respondent was 
correct”. 

8. In this case also union had not challenged the 
legality of the scheme. It is also clear from the peladings of 
the union in the statement of claim that compassionate 
appointments are made considering the financial condition 
of the claimant. From the pleadings of the union and so 
also the principles enunciated by theHon’ble Apex Court, 
it can be stated that change in the scheme of appointment 
on compassionate ground connot be said to be a change 
in the service condition and as such there was no question 
of giving any notice under section 9-A of Industrial 
Disputes Act. 

9. On perusal of the definition of the “industrial 
dispute” as mentioned in Section 2-K and definition of 
“workman” as mentioned under Section 2-S and Section 
2-A of industrial Disputes Act, 1947, it is found that the 
legal heirs of the deceased workman and specifically the 
applicant Smt. Snehal K. Misal cannot be treated as a 
workman and the dispute also cannot be treated as an 
industrial dispute, even though the union has raised the 
dispute on behalf of the claimant. As it is held that the 
claimant is not a workman and the dispute is not an industrial 
dispute, it is held that this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to 
adjudicate the dispute. Hence, the petition filed by the 
management is allowed and it is ordered: 

ORDER 

The industrial dispute as referred by the Government 
is dismissed on the ground of this Tribunal of having no 
jurisdiction to decide the same, the same being not industrial 
dispute. 

Hence, this may be treated as no award. 

J.P. CHAND, Presiding Officer 
22 2010 

^T.3TT. 3077,—1947 (1947 
14) tiro 17 ^ RRbH Hfiwwi ^7 

ri frffog wtk ate arfferewgR 

quglM* ^ 0*^4 WH 17/2004) ^ y+lfild 

18-11 -2010 8JT I 

[R 2012/208/2003-^ 3TR( 1) ] 

fw, 

New Delhi, the 22nd November, 2010 
S.O. 3077.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 


hereby publishes the Award (ID. No. 17/2004) of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal -Cum- Labour Court 
-1, Chandigarh as shown in theAnnexure, in the Industrial 
Dispute between the management of State Bank of Patiala 
and their workman, received by the Central Government 
on 18-11-2010. 

[ No. L-12012/208/2003-IR(B-l)] 

RAMESH SINGH, Desk Office- 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI GYANENDRA KUMAR SHARMA 
PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNALrCUM-LABOUR COURT-!, 
CHANDIGARH 
Case I. D. No. 17/2004 

Shri Balwinder Singh, S/o Shri Kinder Rant R/o Village & 
P.O. Joghan, Tehsil Nalagarh, Distt Solan (Himachal Pradesh) 

.. .Applicant 

Versus 

The Assistant General Manager, State Bank of Patiala, 
Region-II,Timber House, Regional Office,Shimla (Himachal 
Pradesh)-171001. 

.. .Respondent 

APPEARANCES 
For the workman : None 

For the management ShriN.K.Zakhmi 

AWARD 

Passed on 9-11-2010 

Government of India vide notification No. L-1201 21 
208/2003-IR(B-I) dated 23-1-2004 by exercising its powers 
under Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act (the Act in 
short) has referred the following industrial dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribunal 

“Whether the action of the management of State 
Bank of Patiala Shimla Region in dismissing 
Shri Balwinder Singh, Ex-Peon from Bank’s service 
w.e.f. 8-2-2002 by inflicting disproportionate 
punishment is just and legal? If not, What relief the 
workman is entitled to?” 

2. Case is taken up for recording evidence. Workman 
is not present on repeated calls. Ld. Counsel for the 
management is present along with the witness of 
management. On last date of hearing i.e.on 12-10-10, 
workman was not present for evidence. On perusal of order 
sheet it is evidently clear that on 21-4-10 this reference 
was returned to Central Government for want of 
prosecution on absence of workman. There after, on 
application of the workman order dated 21 -4-2010 w as set 
aside and file was restored for the adjudication of reference 
after affording the opportunity of being heard to both the 
parties. Workman absented once again it shows and prove 
that workman is not interested is perusing his matter. 

3. Accordingly, the reference No. 17/2004 is returned 
to Central Government for wantpf prosecution is absence 
of workman for publication.Central Government be 
informed. File be consigned to record. 

Chandigarh. 

9-11-2010 

G K. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
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^T.3R, 3078.—3flsil0l^ SlffiffiRR, 1947 (1947 

^F! 14) ^Ft KIRI 17 ^ afqW"! 4, 7TFFR forint Rt. 
Rt.Rci, % 3Rrim -% w f^«wT afa +4 *kY ^ 
41^, ST^STKJ 4 3tlsj)Pi<ti fa^tl^ 4 4v30^i 7R3JR 
sft&m / m ^rtrtr r'.- 2, (iMwn 

8/2007) y<wtVld oFRfft ^TR^iR «Ft 22-11-2010 
^ W% %&\ «H! 

[R ^-20012/192/2005-3#*R(Rt-I)l 
'£\. TTR. T^R. sftfWR TR, ^RF 3lftRFRt 
New Delhi, the 22nd November, 2010 

S.O. 3078.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 8 /2007) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court-2, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
management of M/s.B.C.C.Land their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 22-11-2010. 

[No. L-20012/192/2005-ER(C-I)] 
D, S. S. SRINIVASA RAO, DeskOfficer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTR1ALTRIBUNAL (No. 2)AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT: 

Shn Kishori Ram, Presiding Officer 
In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 10(1) 
(d)oftheI.D. Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 8 of 2007 

PARTIES: Employers in relation to the management of 
E.J.Area of M/s. BCCL and their workmen. 

APPEARANCES 

On behalf of the workmen : Mr. Raghunandan Roy, 

Working President, Jharkhand 
Mines Lai Jhanda Mazdoor 
Union. Bhowra, Dhanbad. 

On behalf of the employers: Mr. U. N. Lai, 

Advocate. 

State: Jharkhand Industry: Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 10th Nov., 2010 
ORDER 

The Government of India , Ministry of Labour, in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them under Section 10 
(1) (d) of the I. D. Act., 1947 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their order 
No. L-20012/192/2005-IR (CM-I), dated 2nd Feb., 2007/ 4th 
February, 2007 / 6th February, 2007. 

SCHEDULE 

“ Whether the demand of the Jharkhand Mines Lai 
Jhanda Mazdoor Union from the management of 


BCCL, EJ Ares that Mr? Nirupa Kumari may be 
promoted as Sr. Staff Nurse Gr. ‘B* is justified ? If not 
to what relief is the workman entitled and from what 
date ?” 

2. The instant case under the reference related to 
industrial dispute as to the promotion of Mrs. Nirupa 
Kumari as Senior Staff Nurse Grade-B. 

3. In course of hearing the case was running at the 
stage of filing a rejoinder by the workman. Today Mr. U.N. 
Lai, Ld. Counsel for die management and Mr. Raghunandan 
Roy, the representative of the workman were present. 
Meanwhile the aforesaid representative of the workman 
filing a petition submitted before the Tribunal to close the 
case on the ground that the concerned workman has 
already been promoted, for which dispute was rais ed. Ld. 
Counsel for the management raised no objection to it. Under 
the circumstances, I find it expedient to close the case 
because the concerned workman declined to contest the 
case. Hence, the case is closed and accordingly the order 
is passed. 

KISHORI RAM, Presiding Officer 
22 W5R, 2010 

W.3R. 3079,— aMd* fW StfaFm, 1947 (1947 
^FT 14) ^Ft *JRT ^Rf4t.Rt. 

Rt.Rcl. ^ WW ^ R3^ pRtactf <f4+kY ^ 

4^3, 4 Pff't'e fq^iq 4 RT35IT 

^TFTTFFT R.-1, ^ (RT4 W&ti 

192 / 2000 ) ^ y^rTvi<i ^ rffk 

22-11-2010 ^FtmRTlSTT 

[R. R?f-20012/43/2000-3TT^-3TR(Rt-I)] 
-S\. RR TRT. 9ft fWR m, ^RF 3lf*FFRf 
New Delhi, the 22nd November, 2010 

S.O. 3079.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 192 / 
2000) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court-1, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers m relation to 
the management of M/s.B.C.C.L.and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 22-11-2010. 

[No. L-20012/43/2000-IR (C-I)] 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL No. 1 AT D&ANBAD 

PRESENT: 

Shri H. M. Singh, Presiding Officer 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 10(1) 
(d)oftheI. D.Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 192 of2000 
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PARTIES : Employers in relation to the management of 
Bhowra (S) of M/s. B. C. C. L, and their workman. 

APPEARANCES 
On behalf of the workman :None 
On behalf of the employers: None 
State: Jharkhand Industry: Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 2nd Nov., 2010 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them under Section 10 
(1) (d) of the I. D. Act., 1947 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their order 
No. L-20012/43/2005-IR (C-I), dated 29th June, 2000. 

SCHEDULE 

“ Whether the action of the management of Bhowra 
(S) Colliery of M/s. BCCL in dismissing Sri Prem 
Prakash Prasad Mine- /Loder from the service of the 
company w.e.f. 24-8-99 is justified ? If not to what 
relief is the workman entitled ?” 

2. In this Reference both the parties abstained 
themselve from appearing in this Tribunal inspite of the 
issuance of notice to them. They also did not take steps to 
file their W.S. The instant reference is of the year 2000 and 
since then it is pending for disposal. It therefore appears 
that they are not interested to contest the case. Under 
such circumstances, a ‘No dispute’ Award is passed in this 
case presuming non-existence of any industrial dispute 
between the parties. 

H. M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 
^ 22 2010 

W.31T. 3080.—3?!eilfii«b 'SrfriPPR, 1947 (1947 

14) 17 4 -4*, 44*1 ^*44, 4, 

4 4 4ns 4* ^4 4 

ri Y-if^ 4 4 :^ 4ri)Pi<+> 

/ src 4-i, 

13/2002) 4tWlf4lwit,#44*122-11-2010 

4t w<r -garT 

[n ^- 200 12 /327/200 l-3flfeTK( 4-1) j 

New Delhi, the 22nd November, 2010 

S.O. 3080.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 13/2002) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court-1, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of M/s. B.C.C.L. and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
22 - 11 - 2010 . 

[No. L-20012/327/2001 -IR(C-I)] 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL No. 1 AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT: 

Shri H. M. Singh, Presiding Officer 
In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 10(1) 
(d) of the I. D. Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 13 of 2002 

PARTIES: Employers in relation to the management of 
Katras Area of M/s. BCCL and their workman. 

APPEARANCES 

On behalf of the workman : Mr. B. B. Pandey, Advocate. 
On behalf of the employers: Mr. D. K. Venna, Advocate. 
State: Jharkhand Industry: Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 1st Nov., 2010 
AWARD 

The Government of India , Ministry of Labour, in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them under Section 10 
(1) (d) of the I. D. Act., 1947 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their order 
No. WOOl2/327/2001-IR (C-I), dated 19th September, 2001. 

SCHEDULE 

“ Whether the action of the management of Katras 
Chaitudih Colli ay of BCCL in not referring the case 
of Sri Ramasis Pandey to the Apex Medical Board for 
assessment of his age as per I. I.No . 76 of JBCC1 is 
justified ? If not to what relief the concerned 
workman entitled ?” 

2. In this case at the stage of hearing argument on 
mail Mr. B. B. Pandey, Ld. Advocate for the concerned 
workman by filing a petition submitted his prayer to pass a 
‘No dispute’ Award on the ground that the concerned 
workman involved in the dispute has died. Mr. D. K. Venna, 
Ld. Advocate for the management raised no objection in 
view of the prayer made by the Ld. Advocate few the 
concerned workman. Heard both sides. Since the 
concerned workman of this reference has died, a ‘No 
dispute’ Award is passed in this case presuming non¬ 
existence of any industrial dispute between the parties. 

H. M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 

22 2010 

36r.3?r. 3081.— 1947 ( 1947 
^FT 14) 4 *JKU7 4 4, 444 7TT37TC 4. 4. 

4,Rel. 4 TRSRra 4 4? 3 - 1 ^ 4 
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New Delhi, the 22nd November, 2010 

S.O. 3081,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes die award (Ref. No. 95 / 
2003) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court-1, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the Employers in relation to 
the management of M/s.B.C.C.L.and tiiar workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on 22-11-2010. 

[No. L-20012/99/2003-IR (C-I)] 
D. S. S.SWNWASARAO, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE dr 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL* 
INniTSTRlAl, TRTBlJNAI. No. 1 fftfANRAlY •' 



(d) (2A) of the I. D. Act , .< . , 

Reference No. 95 of2003 


Parries: Employers in relation to the management of 
Katras Area of M/s. BCCL and theq: workman 

PRESENT : ShriH.M Singh,Officer 
APPEARANCES* 

For the Employers: Shri D. K. Vienna, Advocate. 

For the Workman: Sip R Rai, Representative, 

Bihar Mines Lai Jhanda, ■ 
Mazdoor Union, Btipwra, 
Dhanbad. 

State: Jharkliand Industry: Coal. 

Dated, the 8th November, 2010 
AWARD 

By Order No. L-20012/99/2003-IR (C-I), dated 
25-8-2003 the Central Government intheMinistiy of Labour 
has, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 refared the following dispute 
to this Tribunal:— 

“ Whether the demand of Bihar Mines Lai Jhanda 
Mazdoor Union from the management of Bararee 
Colliery of M/s. B.C.C. Ltd. for regularisation of 
Sri Manohar Lai as Pump Operator is legal and 
justified ? If so. what relief the workman concerned 
is entitled and horn what date ?” 

2. Written statement has been filed on behalf of 
the concerned workman stating that he was appointed in 
the year 1995 as General Mazdoor in Jealgora Colliery. In 
the year 1996 in the said colliery 82 workmen were 
transferred to Bararee Colliery and the name of the 
concerned workman was at SI. No. 61 of that list. In 
compliance of the order, the concerned workmen joined 
their duties in Bararee Colliery w 19% and he was posted at 
Chasak No. 6, Bhowra No. 90 and he was assigned the job 
of Pump Operator. He has been working there continuously. 
Thereafter he approached to the management to designate 
him as Pump Operator, but the management did not care. 
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So he approached to Bihar Mines Lai Jhanda Mazdoor 
Union to raise industrial dispute before the AX. C, who 
raised the dispute on behalf of the concerned workman, 
which onded in failure resulting to this dispute. It has been 
stated that the concerned workman is entitled to be placed 
as Pump Operator Category-Ill as per Rule 7.2 of the 
Standing Orders. 

3. Written statement has been filed by the 
management stating that the sponsoring union raise an 
industrial dispute before the A. L. C. and after failure of 
conciliation proceeding the matter was referred to the 

v MflfistfydfEabotff,'^ aatan W2002 

refused to refer the dispute. Tfr&tiaftef'the union again 
raised mdt^^hsputebefc^oAX C^C) and after failure 
(^^c^gtipn preceding the j»*fr«.l^t$en referred to 
; ?9 r adjuiiipatipiv’it Jigs been j^bmitt^ that 

tpe concerned, wodqnan was s appointed as undergri>und 

t^ularly to 

Grade Post and oSty Vii'tfib f^Wi^iaidanon of the 
T tWM«i<M 43ommittee a workman can be 
promoted in The sponsoring 

union raised the presenj( dispute demanding promotion of 
K %e toheeftied Wikihiin in ffe j^st of^uhh Operator in 
garb of ffegiiliirisation. Theft is fi# l jlbvisi(otf for 
T hl^dlaririrhon of a wotkidaa hfra partirriiar posteitfrer in 

mv $ pa^.apw^ed of 

, the mapag|inent holding that the copceined workman is 
not entitledto any relief. '*’*'** ^ 

4. Both the parties have filed their respective 
rejoinders admitting and denying the contents of same of 
the paragraphs of each other’s written statement. 

5. The concerned workman produced himself as 
WW-1 and proved document as Ext W-1. 

The management has produced MW-1, Thorat 
Siddharth. r 

6. Main argument advanced on behalf of the 
; concerned workman is that he is entitled for regularisation 

as Pump Operator in Category-Ill, but he has been given 
Categoiy-IL Re has also stated that he worked with the 
management from March, 1995 as General Mazdoor and 
was transferred from April, 1996 to Bararee Colliery. He was 
order from the management from time to time to work as 
Pump Operator. 

7. In this respect the management’s repres entative 
argued that there is no provision to promote a person as 
Pump Operator directly. After Deparftriehtffl ^ftmotion 
Committee’s recommendations person can be Promoted to 
the post of Pump Operator. The poncqrped workman was 
General Mazdoor, his designation is General Mazdoor and 
he is working as General Maztiqof. The above deinand of 
the concerned vtoritfnan is not justified. The concerned 
workman stated in h^tiross-examination that “I was 
appointed as General Mazdoor. The Project Officer did not 
issue any letter for working as Pump Operator, Ext.W-1 


4649 GI/10—24 
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shows that the concerned workman is pump Khalasi and 
not Pump Operator on 17-12-2001 and as per office Order 
dated 1-4-10 he has been designated as Pump Operator 
Category-11 from General Mazdoor Gategory -I. As per his 
statement he has not been given appointment letter for 
Pump Operator, so in the circumstances he is not entitled 
forregularisation as Pump Operator since 1996 and he has 
also been promoted as Category -II as per Office Order 
dated 1-4-10. 

Ho, in the above circumstances, the demand for 
regularisatkm oftheconcemed workman as Pump Operator 
is not legal and justified. 

8. Accordingly, I render the following award— 

The demand of Bihar Mines Lai Jbanda Mazdoor 
Union from the management of Baravee Colliery of M/s. 
BCCL for regularisation of Sri Manohar Lai as Pump 
Operator is not legal and justifi ed and hence the concerned 
workman is not entitled to any relief. 

R M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 
Warc.2010 

>082^1947 (1947 

-A ... . \ 1 * ..A « \ V - . 4 .. —A. t \. A 

JWW8 TFW5 rFtrarcsT 3m WvG mmj 
wm, squn m pfiw annpni h wi rwk 3nuim» 
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V 2007) ^ 22-11-2010 

[*t ^-20012/193/2005-3nf3lR(^-I)] 
TflET. tJR aftPWRT Tf*t, 

New Delhi, the 22nd November, 2010 

S.O. 3082.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 7 /2007) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court-2, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of M/s. B.C.C.L.and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on 22-11-2010. 

[No. L-200I2/193/2005-IR(C-I)] 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE Ci&TRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (No. 2) AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT: 

Shri Kishori Ram, Presiding Officer 
In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 10(1) 
(d) of the I. D.Act, 1947 
Reference No. 7 of2007 

PARTIES: Employers in relation to the management of 
EJ Area of M/s BCCL and their workmen. 


APPEARANCES 

On behalf of the workman : Mr. Raghunandan Roy, 

Working President, Jharkhand 
Mines Lai Jhanda Mazdoor 
Union. Bhowra, Dhanbad. 

On behalf of the employers: Mr. U. N. Lai, 

Advocate. 

State: Jharkhand Industry: Coal 

Dated, the 10th November, 2010 

ORDER 

The Government of India , Ministry of Labour, in 
exercise of the powers confered on them under Section 10 
(I) (d) of the 1. D. Act , 1947 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their order 
NO. L-20012/193/2005-IR (CM-I), dated 2nd Feb, 2007/ 5th 
February 2007; 

SCHEDULE 

* Whether the demand of the Jharkhand Mines Lai 
Jhanda Mazdoor Union from the management of 
BCQUEJ Afes that Smt Tara Kujur may be promoted 
as Sr. Staff Nurse Gr. ‘B* is justified ? If so, to what 
relief is the workman entitled and from what date ?” 

2. The instant case under reference relate to an 
Industrial Dispute concerning the promotion of workman 
Sint Tara Kujur as Sr. SeniorStafFNurseGrade-B. 

3. Today both Mr. U.N. Lai, Ld. Advocate for the 
management and Mr. Raghunandan Roy, the representative 
of the workman/sponsoring union are present. The 
representative of the workman filed a petition with the prayer 
to close the case on the ground that the workman concerned 
namely Smt. Tara Kujur has been transferred to another 
organisation i.e. M/s. C.C.L. and for that reason she got 
disinterested to proceed with the hearing of the case. 
Learned Counsel for the management raised no objection 
to it. The perusal of the case record shows that the case 
was fixed for filing documents on behalf of both the parties 
but meanwhile if the representative of the workman 
concerned for the aforesaid reason of her transfer to 
another organisation of CCL as well as her 
disinterestedness, it is explicit there is no need to proceed 
with the case. Hence, the case has been closed and 
according the order is passed. 

KISHORI RAM, Presiding Officer 
22 ■'TCRTC, 2010 

W.31T. 3083,—alllfe SlftfWl, 1947 (1947 
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New Delhi, the 22nd November, 2010 

S.O. 3083.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No 106 /92) 
of the Central Government hidustrialTribunal-cum-Labour 
Court-1, Dhanbad as shown in the Apnexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of M/s. 
C.C.L.and their workmen, which w as received by the Central 
Government on 22-11-2010. 1 , / * 

[No. L-20Q12/62/92-IR(C-I)) 

D. S. S. SRINIVASARAO, Desk Officer x 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL No. 1 DHANBAD 

•' :■;= . ii;- 

In the matter of a reference U/s. 10(1) (d) (2A)ofthe. 

I. D.Act. 

Reference No. 106 of 1992 • 

Parties: Employers in relation to the management of 
Go vindpur Project of M/s. C.C.Ltd 

And 

Their workman 

Present: Shri H. M. Singh, Presiding Officer. 

APPEARANCES 

For the Employers: Shri D. K. Veri^i, Advocate. 

For the Workman: Shri U. N. Lai, Advppate. 

State: Jharkhand Industry:Coal. ;; .< 

Dated,the4thNov.,21)10 } 1 

■■ Uhl .r.v- r ;-:': A. A. 

AWARD,. 

By Order No. L-20ftl2/62/924Ri(C4), dated 
15-9-92 the Central Government in theMinistry of Labour 
has, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (l)and sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act., 1947, referred the following 
dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal: . ..' 

“ Whether the dismissal of Shri Parmeshwar Sahu, 
Ex-Arm Guard Govindpur Project of 
M/s. C.C.Ltd. is legal and justified ? If not, what 
relief the workman is entitled V 

2. The case of the concerned workman, Parmesbwir 
Sahu, is that he was initially appointed as a General 
Mazdoor, a time rated worker, in Category -1 on2-1-1974 fat 
Datma Pindra Colliery of M/s. CCL. After tiiree months thg 
management being satisfied with his work promoted him 
as a Security Guard w.e.f. 4-4-94. Thereafter on 24-8-1977 
he was transferred to K.D. Heslong Project. The 
management again being satisfied with his work promoted 
him as an Armed Guard w.e.f. 23-11-1982. He was posted 
for duty either on Cash or on Magazine of thefLD. Heslong 
Project which is a very tough and hand working job, as the 


Armed Guard on Cash/Magazine he had remained standing 
on foot, which two are far off and away from the coal dump 
of the colliery. He was never posted to work for guarding 
against the pilferage of coal. No chargesheet, warning was 
issued to him till 13-12-1985 since his date of appointment 
on 2-1-1974. The concerned workman is an active member 
of the Branch of Rashtriya Colliery Mazdoor Sangh which 
was not liked by the local management. On 14-12-1985 a 
vague, illegal, unjustified, motivated, unauthorised and 
incompetent charge-sheet was issued to the concerned 
workman by the Project Officer of Kedla Heslong Project, 
who was not competent to issue chargesheet. The contents 
of the Chargesheet was “It has been reported by the Area 
Security Officer (H.K.) Dakra that on 8-11-1985, you had 
allegedly received illegal gratification an amount of 
Rs. 16000 (Rupees sixteen thousand) only vide cheque No. 
874328 dated 8-11-85 from the account of Shri S. M. Agarwal 
an outsider from Indian Overseas Bank, Dakra, on 
9-11-1985 and left your work premises on 12-11-85 without 
any intimation or prior permission to the undersigned.” 

The concerned workman submitted his reply denying 
the charges levelled against him. The relevant clauses of 
the Model Standing Orders were not quoted in the charge- 
sheet which caused serious prejudice to the defence of the 
concerned workman. Not being satisfied with the 
explanation of the concerned workman the officer, who 
was not competent to issue direction for the conduct of 
the charge-sheet, appointed a committee to conduct 
departmental enquiry against the concerned workman. The 
enquiry was conducted by Shri K. P. Singh who was very 
much biased and prejudiced against the concerned 
workman. The management had also lodged F.I.R in the 
Khelari Police Station. But no action was taken against the 
workman as his reply to the police was found satisfactory 
and die case was dropped. The departmental enquiry was 
not conducted in accordance with die principles of natural 
justice. The Enquiry Officer submitted his report to the 
management but no copy of the same was served on the 
concerned workman. The concerned workman was 
dismissed by the Project Manager, Gobindpur Project of 
M/s.CCLby his letter dated 12-4-91 . The Project Manager, 
Govindpur Project was not competent to pass an order and 
issue the dismissal letter. Approval of the competent 
authority was not obtained. The enquiry was not conducted 
either at K.D. Heslong Project or at Qovindpur Project 
Officer, but at a far away place at Ranchi, which is at a 
distance of about 120/150 ICMs. from the place of posting 
of the workman concerned and he was not given D.A. and 
Other benefits nor he was able to take and examine all the 
witnesses whom he had desited to examine. One other 
Security Inspector was also charge-sheeted but he was 
acquitted by the employer. 

It has been prayed that this Hon'bte Tribunal be 
pleased to hold that the dismissal of the concerned woikman 
is not legal and justified and he is entitled to be reinstated 







8960 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: DECEMBER 18, 2010/AGRAHAYANA 27,1932 


[Part II— Sto. 3(ii)] 


with full back wages alongwith other benefits. 

3 . .The case of the management is that the 
concerned workman was previously employed as an Armed 
Guard in K. D. He^alopg Proj opt ofCCL which is one of the 
Coal Mines of the Company, in the Security Section. On 
certain acts of misconduct op his part having brought to 
the notice of the management, he was issued with a 
chargesheet dated 14-12-85 by the Project Officer/Agent. 
K.D. Hesalong Project, The concerned workman submitted 
his reply which wps not found| satisfactory, Thereafter Sri 
A.P. Sipgh, Superintendent of Mines (Production) was 
appointed as Enquiry Officer;.’ The Enquiry Officer 
conducted the enquiry, in which the concerned workman 
fully participated. He. fllso .took the assistance of qco-worker 
during the course of the enquiry. The witnesses of the 
management* were examined in presence of |he,concerned 
workman and he wa^giyen opportunity to : cross-exanunc 
thei management’s witnesses^ He., was also given 
opportunity to make his statement which. he did. He did 
not produce any witnesses ip defence. The Enquiry Officer 
subihittd^his repott holmpg tlie concerned workman guilty 
of botfi^tK'6 1 Mafgris framed against him, namely, taking 
illegal gratificatioii from an outsider arid leaving work place 
without prior permission of intimation to his superior 
officers. The report of the Enquiry Officer was considered 
by different officers including the C.M. D. of M/s. CCL and 
considering the gravity of the misconduct proved against 
him he was dismissed froth service of the management from 
13-4-1991. "■■"f";'; ’ . ’ ( , ' V . ; 

It.has been.prayed that the Hon’hie Tribunal be 
pleaded to. hold that the dismissal of the copcemed . 
workman is l^gq| apdijustified and to pass an award 

acc wj#JSteit,i ali-n 'L .. 


-..■.A. nfiptfa Uieparties havfc filed their respective 
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and properlv vide 

ord«t«fftte5l6?' nMno:> 0,iT : 

MM . ) A p 
ary point, who has 



himself as , 
1 amt W-2. . 


ii ri TtouhtosKbrnta tsoErtofairyr>was dismissed from h U 

of Rs. 16,000 by) d) 
cheqwe f/v>Q i*ei8d<¥iUiSf^iHirMhAuaPsraf anoutsidethj 
6cm IhdiftiuOuwwBrt^ and for leaving, ho 
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permifwiori. MiTotepiif^o^milooariisoted^ and the Enquiry 
Officer submitted his report against tfeesprincemed workman , 


^ concerned 


dfthn^tiBfaD) atoAdulfrof the concerned 
workman that he had taken cheque amounting to Rs. 16,000 


from Mr. Agarwal, but that was not a bribe. Moreover, it 
has come in evidence that the concerned workman had 
taken money as loan from Mr. Agarwal and later on it was 
returned. This evidence of Mr. Agarwal seems to be 
reasonable, and the evidence of S.M. Agarwal was not 
considered by the Enquiry Officer. Il is not believable that 
a person will take illegal gratification by cheque. 

Another argument advanced on behalf of the 
concerned workman is that he was not given second show- 
cause notice before dismissal. In this respect 0 k workman 
referred the Supreme Court decision reported in Current 
Labour Report 1991 page 61 in which Hon'hie Supreme 
Court held that supply of a copy of the inquiry report along 
with recommendations, if any, in the matter of proposed 
punishment to be inflicted would be within the rules of 
natural justice and the delinquent would therefore be 
entitled to the supply of a copy thereof. If shows that the 
management has not complied with the order of Hon’ble 
Supreme Court before passing final order of dismissal. 

Another argument advanced on behalf of the 
concerned workman that the barge-sheet and dismissal 
order were issued by incomp Usm person. In this respect 
the workman referred standing order of the Company which 
may show that the person who has Issued charge-sheet 
and passed dismissal order against the concerned workman 
was not competent. 

Ext. M-7 shows that no final order was taken from 
Senior Authority before passing final order of dismissal 
against the concerned workman. The enquiry enq uiry report 
shows that the charge-sheet was issued to the concerned 
workman for taking illegal gratification from 
S. M. Agarwal and another ground of the management 
that the concerned workman left work premises without 
any intimation or prior permission. It shows that on this 
ground the dismissal of the concerned workman is too 
harsh. 

Another argument advanced on behalf of the 
concerned workman is that the enquiry was not conducted 
by the Enquiry Officer at the work place of the concerned 
workman but it was conducted at Ranchi which was at a 
distance of 120 Kms. from the place of working of the 
concerned workman. In this respect MW-1, Enquiry Officer, 
stated in cross-examination at page 2 that 1 had made domestic 
enquiry at the Headquarters at Ranchi which is in between 
K.EJ, Hesalong and Gobindpur. K*D. Hesalong is 70 K.M. 
away from Ranchi and Gobindpur is 110 K_M. from Ranchi. 
In cross-examination MWd stated that during domestic 
enquiry; no material was placed before him that the 
management had Muff the concerned woikman afro- giving 
warning with respect to the second charge. There is no 
evidence to show that the concerned workman committed 
any? misconduct during the tenure of his service or any 
charge-sheet was issued against the concerned workman, 

8, The law referred by the management reported ip 
2008 (2) JL JR page 511 in which HorTble High Court laid 
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down that when a domestic enquiry is properly held and 
the finding of misconduct is a plausible conclusion flowing 
from the evidence adduced during the enquiry, Tribunal 
has no jurisdiction to sit in judgment as an appellate body 
except in case of perversity, victimisation, or unfair labour 
practice or malafide once the misconduct is proved either 
in the enquiry or by the evidence placed before the Tribunal, 
punishment imposed cannot be interfered by Tribunal 
except in cases where punishment is so harsh as to suggest 
victimization - High Court cannot sit as an Appellate Court 
ova the findings recorded by the Labour Court unless the 
same are illegal or perverse - no evidence led against 
purported claim of discrimination nor challenged that the 
discriminatory authority had no power to take disciplinary 
action -no illegality or perversity in impugned award as 
petitiona was permitted to lead evidence in rebuttal of 
management’s evidence with regard to purported claim of 
discrimination. 

In the present case it shows that domestic enquiry 
was conducted against the concerned workman for taking 
illegal gratification by cheque from S. M. Agarwal, local 
shop-keeper and there is no evidence to show that S. M. 
Agarwal was doing business of coal and has got any 
connection with the business of the management. An 
employee is free to take loan from any person even by 
cheque, as in the present case, which lata returned which 
has been admitted by S. M. Agarwal that the concerned 
workman has returned his money. 

9. So, in the circumstances it shows that the action 
of the management in dismissing Shri Parmeshwar Sahu, 
Ex-Arm Guard, Govindpur, Project of M/s. C. C. Ltd. is not 
legal and justified. Accordingly, I hold that the concerned 
workman is entitled to be reinstated in service in his original 
job from the date of his dismissal with 50% back wages. 
The management is directed to implement the award within 
30 days from the date of publication of the award. 

This is my Award. 

H.M. SINGH, Presiding Offica 
22 2010 
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New Delhi, the 22nd Novemba, 2010 

S.O. 3084.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 38/2005) 


of the Central Govemnxnt Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court-1, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of M/s. C.C.L.and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on 22-11-2010. 

[No. L-20012/239/2004-IR (C-I)] 
D. S. S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Offica 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1 AT DHANBAD. 

PRESENT: Shri H. M. Singh, Presiding Officer 

In the matta of an Industrial Dispute unda Section 10(1) 
(d) of the I. D. Act, 1947 

Reference No. 38 of2005 

PARTIES : Employers in relation to the management of 
Kuju Area of M/s. C C Land their workmen. 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the Workman: Mr, S. N. Singh, Secretary, 

R.C.M.S. 

On behalf of the employers : Mr.D. K.Verma, 

Advocate. 

State: Jharkhand Industry: Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad the 3rd Novemba, 2010 
AWARD 

The Govanment of India, Ministry of Labour, in 
exacise of the powers conferred on them unda Section 10 
(1) (d) of the I. D. Act, 1947 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their orda 
No. L-20012/239/2004-IR (C-I), dated 31st March, 2005. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whetha the demand of the Rashtriya Colliery 
Mazdoor Sangh from the management of CCL, Kuju 
Area for promotion of Shri Juman Khan, special grade 
clerk to the post of office supointendent Gr. ‘A’ w.e.f. 
22-5-90 and office superintendent Grade ‘A’ I w.e.f. 
1-1-99 with all consequential benefits is justified ? 
If so, to what relief is the workman concerned 
entitled ?” 

2. In this case both the parties appeared through 
their authorised representative. Subsequently when the 
case was fixed Mr. S. N. Singh, Secretary, RCMS who was 
present along with the concerned workman submitted that 
the concerned workman does not want to contest the case 
and accordingly prayed to pass a ‘No dispute’Award. No 
objection raised on behalf of the management in view of 
the pray a made by the representative of the concerned 
workman. Unda such circumstances, a ‘No dispute’Award 
is passed in this reference presuming non-existence of 
any industrial dispute between the parties. 

H. M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 22nd November, 2010 

S.O. 3085.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 01/ 
2007) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Nagpur as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial dispute between the management of State Bank 
of India and their workman, received by the Central 
Government on 18-11 -2010. 

[No. L-12012/69/2006-IR (B-I)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRIJ. P. CHAND, PRESIDING OFFICER 
CGIT-CUM-LABOUR COURT, NAGPUR 

Case No. CGIT/NGP/1/2007 

Date: 01-11-2010 

Petitioner/Party No. 1 : The Asstt. General Secretary, 
State Bank Karamehari Sena, C/o 
State Bank of India, Main Branch, 
S. V. Patel Marg, Kingsway, 
Nagpur. 

Versus 

Respondent/ 1. The General Manager, State 

Party No. 2 Bank of India, Personnel 

Department, 16th floor, 

Corporate Centre, Madam 
Cama Road, P.B. No. 12, 
Mumbai-21. 

2. The Deputy General Manager, 
State Bank of India, 

Zonal Office, S. V, Patel Marg, 
Kingsway, Nagpur. 

AWARD 

(Dated: 1st November, 2010) 

This order arises out of the petition, filed by the 
management for dismissal of the reference. 

2. The case of the management is that the reference 
has been made by the Central Government in exercise of 


the power conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) and 
sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the Industrial Dispute 
Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) for adjudication of the Industrial 
dispute between the State Bank of India, Nagpur, the 
employers and their workman, the Union State Bank 
Karamehari Sena, as per letter No. L. 12012/69/2006-IR 
(B-I) dated 24-1-2007 with the schedule as to “Whether the 
action of the management of State Bank of India, through 
its General Manager, Personnel Department, Mumbai and 
the Dy. General Manager, Nagpur in rejecting the case of 
appointment on compassionate ground in respect of Smt. 
Rashmi Kathikar W/o and dependent of late Suhas 
Vasantrao Kathikar, an ex-employee of State Bank of India, 
on the newly adopted ground of quantum of retrial benefits 
is justified ? If not, what relief the dependent of the deceased 
are entitled to ?”, and the union has challenged the action 
of the Bank in rejecting the case of appointment on 
compassionate ground of the widow of the deceased late 
Suhas Vasantrao Kathikar who was an employee of the 
bank and the reference in question is not an industrial 
dispute between the employer and the workman, but it is a 
dispute between the legal heir of a deceased employee 
and the employer of the deceased employee and on 
collective and harmonious reading of the definitions of 
“industrial dispute”, “workman” and provisions of Section 
2-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, it can be found that 
any dispute or difference between the workman and the 
employer in connection with the employment or non- 
employmetit or terms of employment or conditions oflabour 
are industrial dispute and definition of “industrial dispute” 
does not include the dispute between a legal heir of the 
workman and the employer and similarly, the definition of 
“workman” which is also very wide, does not include a 
legal heir of the workman even though it includes an 
apprentice and any person, who has been dismissed, 
discharged or retrenched in connection with, or 
consequence of that dispute and according to the Section 
2-A, individual workman, who has been discharged, 
dismissed or retrenched or otherwise whose service has 
been terminated when raises the dispute with his employer 
can be deemed to be industrial dispute and as such, this 
Tribunal lacks inherent jurisdiction to decide the reference 
on merit and as such the reference is not maintainable and 
the same is liable to be rejection. 

3. The Union has resisted the petition by filing its 
reply pleading interalia that the application is not 
maintainable as the Tribunal has to decide all the issues at 
a time and there is no provision for piece-meal trial and the 
present dispute has been raised by the State Bank of India 
Karmachari Sena, which is duly registered under the Trade 
Union Act, 1926 and the dispute is about change in service 
condition covered by Section 9-A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act and the dispute is filed by the union and due to 
withdrawal of granting of appointment on compassionate 
ground, there is change in the service condition and the 
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dispute can be treated as an industrial dispute covered by 
section 9-A and as the condition of the service has been 
changed without notice, the same will affect the existing 
employees also, so the reference is maintainable. 

4. Facts necessary for the disposal of the application 
can be stated as follows:— 

On receipt of the reference, notices were sent to the 
parties and in response to the notice, the Asstt General 
Secretary, State Bank of Karamchari Sena, on behalf of the 
legal heir of late Suhas Vasantrao Kathikar filed the 
statement of claim stating that late Kathikar, while working 
as a Senior Assistant at Ramtek Brandi, State Bank of 
India, died prematurely on 10-5-2003 and the family of late 
Shri S. V. Kathikar got net retiral benefit of Rs. 1.53 lakhs 
and the family pension payable to the family was Rs. 5,426 
per month from 11-5-2003, which will be reduced to Rs. 533 
from 11-5-2008 and Smt. Rashmi Suhas Kathikar wife of 
deceased employee applied for the post of Clerk on 
compassionate ground, but her application was rejected 
on the alleged sound financial condition and on the ground 
that the scheme for compassionate appointment has been 
amended on the basis of guidelines issued by the 
Government of India and suggestions from the Indian 
Banks Association, which is not registered as per law, was 
quite illegal and the Government of India cannot direct the 
Banks to make illegal changes and the Indian Banks 
Association is not the employer of the employees of Party 
No.l Bank and cannot take any policy decision without 
giving notice of change and consultation with the 
employees, unions, and therefore, the new scheme for 
appointment on compassionate ground is totally illegal 
and cannot be applied to the Party No. 2 and its members 
and providing employment on compassionate ground has 
become the custom and condition of service and by virtue 
of the new scheme, the said condition has beat changed, 
adversely affecting the rights of the employees and their 
dependents. 

5. The bank also filed its written statement raising 
preliminary objection regarding the maintainability of the 
reference on the ground that the dispute in question is 
not an industrial dispute and this Tribunal has no 
jurisdiction to adjudicate the dispute. The Bank has also 
pleaded that appointment of the dependent of a deceased 
employee on compassionate ground is not a matter of 
right and the change made in the scheme for appointment 
on compassionate ground cannot be treated as a change 
in the service condition and as such the union has no 
authority to agitate the matter, The bank also in its written 
statement has denied the allegations made by the union 
pleading that alter consideration of the application filed 
by the wife of the deceased workman, as the bank found 
that her case is not a fit case for appointment on 
compassionate ground in view of the principles enunciated 
by the Hon’ble Apex Court in several decisions and also 


the provisions of the schemes of appointment on 
compassionate ground applicable to the bank employees, 
rejected her application. 

6 . At the time of hearing of the application, it was 
submitted by the union that the Tribunal cannot determine 
the question of jurisdiction separately and the Tribunal is 
required to take into consideration all the issues involved 
in the case for determination together. On the other hand, 
it was submitted by the management that as the jurisdiction 
of the Tribunal has been challenged to decide the reference, 
on the ground that the dispute in question is not an 
industrial dispute, is necessary to determine the same at 
first. In support of such connection, reliance has been 
placed by the learned advocate for the management on 
the decisions reported in Civil Appeal No.996 of 2006 
(Chief General Manager, SBI Vs Durgesh Kumar Tiwari), 
2007 (II) CLR 527 (Garison Engineer; Utility, BatindaVs Sri 
Narinder) and 2007 (II) CLR 98 (Hindustan Lever Ltd. Vs 
Fourth Industrial Tribunal and Others). In the decision 
reported in 2007 (II) CLR 527 (supra), the Hon’ble Apex 
Court have held that “legal issue regarding maintainability 
of the reference was not considered, right from the 
beginning of the proceeding before the Labour Court and 
the Hon’ble High Court, appellant it specific plea that the 
Act was not applicable to it and it was an industry. 
Unfortunately, neither the Labour Court, nor the High Court 
dealt with this Issues. 

In the above case, the Honble Apex Court set aside 
the award and the order of the Hon’ble High Court and 
remitted the matter to the Labour Court back to decide the 
objection raised by the appellant about the maintainability 
of the proceedings under the Act founded on the claim 
that it is not an industry. In view of the principles enunciated 
by the Hon’ble Apex Court, I hold that it is necessary to 
determine at first, as to whether this Tribunal has 
jurisdiction to adjudicate the dispute, as the management 
has raised the objection that the dispute in question is not 
an industrial dispute. 

7. First of all, I will take up the submission made by 
the union that due to the rejection of the application filed 
by Smt. Rashmi Kathikar for compassionate appointment 
amounts to change of service condition of the employees 
under section 9-A of the Industrial Disputes Act. After 
perusal of the materials on record including the statement 
of claim and the written statement and taking into 
consideration the definition of “workman” and “industrial 
dispute” as provided in the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 
I find no force in the contention raised by the union, due 
to the following grounds. 

“From the schedule of reference, it is found 
that the Government has referred the dispute to 
decide as to whether rejection of the application 
filed by Smt. Rashmi Kathikar on compassionate 
ground on the newly adopted ground of quantum 
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of retiral benefits is justified ornot and if notjustified 
then to what relief the dependents of the deceased 
are entitled. It is also well settled that the Tribunal 
cannot go beyond the reference and decide other 
matters beyond the reference. The reference has 
been made by the Government to find out the 
individual case of Smt. Rashmi Kathikar, so, on the 
guise of espousing the cause of Smt. Rashmi 
Kathikar, the union cannot agitate that the charge 
adopted by the bank regarding compassionate 
appointment amounts to change of service 
condition, it is clear from the pleading that the union 
had never raised any objection with the Bank or the 
Government when the bank made change in the 
scheme of giving compassionate appointment. 

It is also clear from the principles enunciated 
by the Hon’ble Apex Court as reported in Civil Appeal 
No.996 of2006 that Hon’ble the Apex Court in 1994, 
in the case of Umesh Kumar Nagpal Vs State of 
Haryana and others, 1994(4) SCC 138 laid down the 
guidelines for consideration, while giving 
appointment in public service on compassionate 
ground and the Hon’ble Court stated that the general 
rule is to give appointment on the basis of merit and 
the only exception to this is when the person is 
given appointment on compassionate ground and 
the Hon’ble Apex Court made it clear that such case 
would arise when the deceased employee live with 
“penury” or “without any means of livelihood” and 
according to the observation of the Hon'ble Apex 
Court, the Government issues circular to all 
Ministries/Departments bringing to their notice the 
observation in Umesh Kumar Nagpal’s case and 
following the guidelines for appointment on 
compassionate ground, the Indian Bankers 
Association on 23-8-98 issued the scheme for 
appointment of dependants of deceased employees 
and dependants of employees retired on medical 
grounds and it was stated in the scheme that before 
appointment was granted, the financial condition of 
the employees family would have to be taken into 
consideration and according to Clause-V of the said 
scheme, the financial condition of the family would 
include, inter alia, (a) family pension, (b) Gratuity 
amount receipt, (c) employees/employer’s 
contribution provident fund etc. and the State Bank 
of India then formulated the scheme on 9-1-97 
adopting the guidelines as contained in the Indian 
Banks Association circular”. 

In the above decision, the Hon’ble Apex Court have 
also held that, “as can be seen from the narration of the 
development of law at the outset, the pensionery benefits 
would be taken into account for the purpose of determining 


financial condition of the family and the deceased employee 
which specifically provided for taking into the retrial 
benefits. There was no challenge to the scheme by the 
respondent. 

We are of the view that having regard to the settled 
legal position, the order of rejection of the application for 
compassionate appointment of the respondent was 
correct”. 

8. In this case also union had, not challenged the 
legality of the scheme. It is also clear from the pleadings of 
the union in the statement of claim that compassionate 
appointments are made considering the financial condition 
of the claimant. From the pleadings of the union and so 
also the principles enunciated by the Hon’ble Apex Court, 
it can be stated that change in the scheme of appointment 
on compassionate ground cannot be said to be a change 
in the service condition and as such there was no question 
of giving any notice under section 9-A of Industrial 
Disputes Act. 

9. On perusal of the definition of the “industrial 
dispute”, as mentioned in section 2-K and definition of 
“workman” as mentioned under section 2-S and section 2- 
A of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, it is found that the 
legal heirs of the deceased workman and specifically the 
applicant Smt. Rashmi Kathikar cannot be treated as a 
workman and the dispute also cannot be treated as an 
industrial dispute, even though the union has raised the 
dispute on behalf of the claimant. As it is held that the 
claimant is not a workman and the dispute is not an 
industrial dispute, it is held that this Tribunal has no 
jurisdiction to adjudicate the dispute. Hence, the petition 
filed by the management is allowed and it is ordered: 

ORDER 

The industrial dispute as referred by die Government 
is dismissed on the ground of this Tribunal of having no 
jurisdiction to decide the same, the same being not 
industrial dispute. 

Hence, this may be treated as no award. 

J. P. CHAND, Presiding Officer 

^ ftrrft, 23 2010 
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New Delhi, the 23rd November, 2010 

S.O. 3086.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes theAward (I. D. No.78/05) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour 
Court, Jabalpur as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Kshetriya Gramin Bank and their workman, 
received by the Central Government on 18-11-2010, 

[ No. L-l 2012/31/2005-IR (B-I)] 

RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BELT)RE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABO UR COURT, 
JABALPUR 

No. CGIT/LC/R/78/05 

Presiding Officer: Sliri Mohd. Shakir Hasan 

Shri Dulichand Agrawal, 

R/o Ginni Compound, 

Hoshangabad ...Workman/Union 

Versus 

The Chairman, 

Kshetriya Gramin Bank, 

Head Office, Mangalwara, 

Hoshangabad ...Management 

AWARD 

Passed on this 2nd day of November, 2010 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
vide its Notification No.L-120 12/3 l/2005-IR(B-I) dated 8- 
8-2005 has referred the following dispute for adjudication 
by this tribunal:— 

“Whether the action of Kshetriya Gramin Bank, 
Hoshangabad in terminating Shri Dulichand 
Agrawal S/o Shri Ramjilal Agrawal from service 
as Deposit Collector w.e.f. 13-2-2004 is legal and 
justified? If not, what relief the disputant 
concerned is entitled to ?” 

2. The case of the applicant/workman in short is 
that he was appointed as a Deposit Collector in the 
Kshetriya Gramin Bank, Hoshangabad on 20-1-99 and 
worked for more than five years sincerely and honestly. 
The applicant was getting 2% commission of the deposited 
amount collected from the depositors. The non-applicant/ 
management gave a letter on 13-2-2004 to the applicant to 
stop the work of depositors without giving one month 
notice or without any proper reason. The applicant claims 
that the non-applicant be directed to reinstate him as 
Deposit Collector with back wages alongwith 
compensation. 

4649 GI/10—25 


3. The non-applicant/management appeared and 
filed Written Statement to contest the reference. The case 
of the management, inter alia, is that admittedly the 
applicant was appointed vide letter dated 20-1-99 as 
collecting agent/Deposit Collector. The applicant is said 
to have entered into an agreement on 5-2-99 with the Bank. 
He had absolutely no right to be absorbed in the service 
of the Bank. It is stated that the scheme was withdrawn by 
the Bank on 14-2-2004 as per decision taken by the Board 
of Directors and the same was published in the newspaper. 
The agreement with the applicant had been rightly 
terminated as per terms and conditions of die appointment 
letter and the agreement. The applicant cannot be treated 
as “worker” and he is not entitled to any amount as has 
been claimed by him. The question to give one month 
notice does not arise. On these ground, it is submitted 
that the reference be answered. 

4. During the cours e of the proceeding, the applicant 
died on 3-7-2009. His widow Smt. Darshanrani Agrawal 
filed application to substitute her in his place. The 
application is accordingly allowed on 3-9-2010. 

5. On the pleadings of bo Ui the p ;irti es th e fo 11 o w in g 
issues are settled for adjudication— 

I. Whedier the applicant was a workman and die 
commission paid to him was to be treated as 
wages in accordance with die Industrial Dispute 
Act ? 

II. Whedier the action of Kshetriya Gramin Bank 
Hoshangabad in terminating the service of the 
applicant w.e.f. 13-2-2004 is legal and justified ? 

ID. To what relief, if tiny, is the legal heir entitled 
to ? 

6. Issue No. I 

To prove the case the applicant has adduced oral 
and documentary evidence. The applicai t 
Dulichand Agrawal is examined in die case. He b*v 
supported his case. He has stated that at vr ■> 
appointed as Deposit Collector on 21-12 a per 
appointment letter dated 21-12-98 . The said 
appointment letter is filed which is admitted by the 
management and is marked as Exhibit W/l. He worked 
sincerely till his termination on 13-2-2004. He had 
rendered service for more than five years. The 
termination letter is filed and is admitted by the 
management which is marked as Exhibit W/2. The 
appointment letter (Exhibit W / I) shows that he was 
entrusted with the work under Gramm’s Mini 
Deposit Scheme to collect deposit o f the depositors 
by going door to door and had to issue receipts for 
the amount received and the amount was to be 
deposited on the next day at the Branch of the Batik 
with duplicate statements of collections prepared 
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by him. In lieu of the work, he was to be paid a 
commission of 2% of the total collection. The 
appointment letter further shows that there was 
supervision control of the bank on his work and the 
bank had power to detect his commission on his 
negligence and even to terminate his agency. Thus 
it is clear that the applicant was within the purview 
of workman as has been defined in Section 2(s) of 
the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (in short I.DAct 
1947). 

7. The workman has placed reliance of the decision 
of the Hon’ble Supreme Court passed in Indian Banks 
Association versus workmen Syndicate Bank and others 
reported in 2001-1-LLJ Page 1045 wherein tire Hon’ble 
Supreme Court has held that— 

” We have c n.sidered the rival submissions. In 
our view, Mr.Sharma was right when he submitted 
that on the basis of evidence before it tire Tribunal 
has given findings of fact that the deposit 
collectors were workmen within the meaning of 
Section 2(s) of the Industrial Disputes Act. On 
the evidence on record, it could not be said that 
this finding was unsustainable. Having been 
shown the relevant evidence we are also of the 
opinion that the Tribunal correctly arrived at a 
conclusion that these deposit collectors were 
workmen. 

Further, as seen from Section 2(rr) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, the commission received by deposit 
collectors is nothing else but wage, which is 
dependent on the productivity. This commission 
is paid for promoting the business of the vanous 
banks. 

We also cannot accept the submission that the 
banks have no control over the deposit collectors. 
Undoubtedly die < lepos it collectors are free to 
regulate their own hours of work but that is 
because of the nature of the work itself. It would 
be impossible to fix working hours for such 
deposit collectors because they have to go to 
various depositors. This would have to be done 
at the convenience of the depositors and at such 
times as required by the depositors. If this is so, 
then no time can be fixed for such work. However 
there is control in as much as the deposit 
collectors have to bring the collections and 
deposit the same in the banks by die very next 
day. They have to then fill in various forms, 
accounts, registers and pass books. They also 
have to do such other clerical work as the bank 
may direct They are. therefore, accountable to 
the bank and under the control of the bank.” 


Thus it is clear that the Deposit Collector was a 
workman and his commission was said to be wages under 
the provisions of I.D. Act. 

8. On the other hand, the management has filed 
evidence by affidavit of a witness but the said witness did 
not turn up for cross-examination to testify the veracity of 
his evidence, as such his evidence is of no value. The 
agreement is filed by the management which is partly 
admitted and is marked as Exhibit M/1. The agreement 
further shows that there was due control and supervision 
of the management on the Deposit Collector and in 
consequence the management had power to terminate his 
agency. Thus it is clear that Deposit Collector was workman 
and his commission was treated as wages. Accordingly 
this issue is decided. 

9. Issue No. II 

It is an admitted fact that the applicant/workman 
was working til! the day of his termination i.e. till 
14*2-2004. It is also an admitted fact that no compensation 
was paid either under Section 25 F or Section 25 FFF of the 

I. DAct, 1947. 

10. According to the ease of the management, there 
was stipulation in the agreement (Exhibit M/1) in the event 
of any such termination by the Bank, the Agent shall not 
be entitled to, nor shall raise any dispute as to whether the 
termination is lawful or not nor shall the Authorised 
collection Agent be entitled in any such event to any 
amount either by way of damages or otherwise how-so- 
ever. The applicant has filed letter and publication of the 
newspapers which are admitted documents and are marked 
as Exhibit W/2 and W/3. These documents show that such 
scheme had been closed w.e. f. 14-2-2004 in the region w here 
the applicant was working. Thus it is clear that the applicant 
was entitled to receive compensation in accordance with 
the provision of Section 25 FFF of the I.D Act as the 
agreement was in violation of the provision of law. I find 
that the management is not justified in terminating the 
applicant/workman without complying the provision of 
Section 25 FFF of the I.D.Act 1947. This issue is also 
accordingly decided. 

II. Issue No. Ill 

It is not out of place to say that during the 
proceeding, the applicant/workman died and his widow is 
substituted in his place. Thus on the basis of discussion 
made above, it is clear that the applicant was entitled to 
compensation on closure of the scheme and therefore the 
management is directed to pay compensation to the widow 
in accordance with the provision of Section 25 FFF of the 
I.D. Act 1947 within three months from the date of award. 
The monthly wages is to be calculated on the basis of 
average commission of the twelve months preceding the 
date of reference. Accordingly the reference is answered. 
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12. In the result, the award is passed with an order to 
cost of Rs. 5000 (Rupees Five Thousand only). 

13. Let the copies of the award be sent to the 
Government of India, Ministry of Labour & Employment 
as per rules. 

MOHD. SHAKIR HASAN, Presiding Officer 
cvft, 24 W2R, 2010 

W.3CT. 3087.—3tfafWT, 1947 (1947 
TT 14)^^ 

WTO ^ TITS frFTl^f ^ #3f, 

3b^T7T/sspT -^TW^-II, Hsfbis ^ TTT£ (Tfatf WIT 

329/2005 ) ^ SRRlfVRT t, WSTK^t 18-11 -2010 

^ STT | 

[U 12012/69/1998-^ 3TR(^-2)] 

t4tt fw, 

New Delhi, the 24th November, 2010 

S.O. 3087.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No.329/ 
2K5) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Laboui 
Court-II, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Punjab & Sind Bank and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
18-11-2010. 

[ No. L-12012/69/1998-IR (B-EI)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBl JNAL-CUM-LABOU R COURT-U, CHANDIGARH 

Present: SriA.K. Rastogi, Presiding Officer 

Case No. I.D. 329/2K5 
Registered on 25-09-2009 

Sh. Tej Pal Singh Sethi C/o Sh. H.C. Arora, H. No. 2299, 
Sector-44-C, Chandigarh 

...Applicant 

Versus 

The Assistant. General Manager, Punjab & Sind Bank, Z. 
O. Model Town, Jalandhar-144001. 

...Respondent 

APPEARANCES 

For the workman Sh.VikramBajaj, Advocate 

For the Management Sh. J.S. Sathi, Advocate 


AWARD 

Passed on 12 November, 2010 

The Central Government vide Notification No. L- 
12012/69/98-IR(B-n) dated 4-12-1998 read with corrigendum 
dated 8-7-99, by exercising its powers under Section 10 
sub-section (1) Clause (d) and sub-section 2(A) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (hereinafter referred to as 
Act) has referred the following Industrial dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribunal:— 

“Whether the action of the management of Punjab 
and Sind Bank represented by the Asstt General 
Manager, P.S.B. Zonal Office, Model Town, 
Jalandhar in imposing the punishment of dismissal 
from services upon Sh. Tej Pal Singh Sethi, Ex-Clerk- 
cum-Cashier w.eT. 16-11 -93 is just legal ? If not, what 
relief the workman is entitled to ?” 

The workman has raised industrial dispute stating 
that vide Charge-Sheet dated 16-11-1993 the Chief 
Manager of Punjab and Sind Bank, GT. Road, Jalandhar 
(hereinafter referred to as Bank) purportedly in exercise of 
powers of disciplinary authority charged him under four 
heads namely; (1) Absence without leave, over staying 
the sanctioned leave without sufficient grounds (2) Willful 
insubordination or disobedience of unlawful and 
reasonable order of the management or superiors; (3) 
Habitual doing of minor misconduct amounting to major 
misconduct and (4) Doing an act prejudicial to the interest 
of the bank or gross negligence or negligence involving 
or likely to involve the bank in serious loss. On 25-2-1995 
the Chief Manager issued a Show Cause Notice proposing 
punishment of dismissal from bank service on all the 
charges. On a written representation and personal hearing 
on 20-3 -1995 the Chief Manager reduced the punishment 
of dismissal to stoppage of increment for six months for 
charge No. 1 but for the remaining three charges, the 
punishment of dismissal was confirmed. The appeal of the 
workman against the order of dismissal also failed. It has 
been stated by the workman that the Charge-sheet was an 
amalgamation of minor and major misconducts. Charge 
No. 1 was a minor misconduct, while the remaining three 
charges pertain to major misconduct. Single Charge-Sheet 
for major and minor misconduct is against the order dated 
16-10-1992 of the Chairman and Managing Director of the 
bank. According to the workman by issuing single Charge- 
sheet for major and minor misconduct the bank has 
deprived him of his right to appeal and the appointment of 
Enquiry Officer about the charge of minor misconduct is 
against the Bi-partite settlement dated 31-10-1979 read with 
C.M.D. Order dated 16-10-1992. Workmanhas further stated 
that for the main charge the punishment of stoppage of 
increment for a period of six months was imposed. The 
punishment of dismissal for the remaining charges which 
were merely off-s hoots of the main charge is arbitrary and 
disproportionate. The charge of habitual minor misconduct 
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was erroneous. The disciplinary as well as appellate 
authority also failed to appreciate that the overstaying 
the sanctioned leave by the workman was due to sufficient 
and reasonable grounds. There was no intention on his 
part to disobey the instructions of the superiors and he 
did not commit any misconduct in this regard. The 
management had demanded from him the additional 
certificate from Civil Surgeon and the same was provided 
by him. Therefore, the irregularity, if any, stands rectified. 
The punishment of dismissal from service is grossly 
disproportionate and unduly harsh. The workman has 
prayed for setting aside the order of dismissal and for his 
reinstatement with all consequential benefits including 
back wages and seniority. 

Respondent has contested the claim. In its written 
statement it was stated that minor misconduct by its 
recurrence and refusal to abide by lawful instructions 
issued by the authorities amounts to major misconduct. 
The hank acted in accordance with law and the action 
taken by it against the workman is no! assailable on any 
alleged grounds. The authority competent to take 
disciplinary action in respect of major misconduct was 
legally competent to take action in the minor misconduct 
also The Medical Certificate produced by the workman at 
later stage did not cover the period of his unauthorized 
absence and it cannot condone the misconduct or 
disobeying the lawful instructions of the competent 
authority. The banks’ action in dismissal of workman from 
bank service was perfectly in consonance with the proved 
misconduct. Workman is not entitled to any relief. 

The workman filed a rejoinder to the written 
statement of the respondent. 

It N important to note that the punishment of 
stoppage of increment for six months on the charge of 
remaining absent without leave or overstaying the 
^m'tioncd leave without sufficient ground is not the 
subject matter of the reference. The only issues involved 
in the case tire :— 

> Whether the action of the management of 
Punjab and Sind Bank, represented by the Asstt. 
General Manager, P.S.B. Zonal Office, Model 
Town, Jalandhar in imposing the punishment 
of dismissal from services upon Sh. Tcj Pal Singh 
Sethi, Ex-Clcrk-cum-Cashicr w.e.f. 16-11 -93 is 
just and legal ? 

2. To what relief the workman is entitled to ?” 

in support of his claim the workman has filed his 
own affidavit along with certain Annexures. while the 
management has filed the affidavit of Balkar Singh Khakh, 
Person 3 ! and Industrial Relation Officer, Zonal Office, 

.Inland far. 

fart ice Ww:- fiicd-written arguments in the case. 


I have perused the material on record and also written 
arguments of the parties. My findings on the issues are as 
follows:— 

Issue No. 1 

Incidentally it may be mentioned that as per Charge- 
shed market! as Ex. W-3, the first charge feu which the 
punishment of stoppage of increment for six months was 
imposed and which is not in question is: 

“You applied for one day leave i.e. for 2-7-1993 
on the ground of sickness of who but remained 
unauthorizedly absent thereafter. You did not 
report for duty inspite of B/O’s letter dm fi 
7-7-93, Registered letter dated 15-7-1993 but 
instead you submitted one month > leave 
application dated 12-7-1993 submitting Medical 
Certificate as evidence of your own sickness.” 

However, the second charge again ’ the w- -kman 
was : 

“Further on being advisod by Manager, Extension 
Counter, L.K.C. vide telegram dated 20-7- 93 to 
appear before C.M.O. for medical examination. 
You instead appearing before C.M.O. simply 
wrote to Branch Manager vide your letter dated 
22-07-1993 that since you have already submitted 
a Medical Certificate from a competent doctor, 
the same does not attracted replacement thereof 
from C.M.O. thus, willful disobeying the lawful 
and reasonable orders of the management and 
your superiors." 

For this charge, the order of dismissal was passed 
against the workman. From above it is clear that the 
workman had submitted one month’s leave application 
dated 12-7-1993 alongwith Medical Certificate but the 
management was insisting on producing a Medical 
Certificate from C.M.O. The argument of the workman is 
that under the Bi-partite Settlement there is no provision 
for directing the workman to appear before the C. M O for 
medical examination, hence, his non-appearance before 
the C.M.O. does not amount to misconduct. The 
management in its arguments has no! disputed that the 
Bi-partite Settlement has no provision for directing the 
workman to appear before the C.M.O. for medical 
examination. The workman has cited Management of (he 
Northern Railway Co-op. Credit Society Ltd. Jodhpur 
Versus Industrial Tribunal Jodhpur AIR 1967 SC 1182. In 
that case one of the charges against the workman was 
that of disobedience of order in not attending for medical- 
examination in accordance with Honorary Secretary’s letter 
and from it an inference was drawn that workman was not 
prepared to face the medical-examination because he had 
pretend to be sick. The Hon’ble Supreme Court observed 
that there is nothing to indicate that there were any rules 
of the society under which the workman was required to 
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obey the ordtxs given by the Honorary Secretary to appear 
for medical examination by a particular doctor nominated 
for the purpose. The Hon’ble Supreme Court held that in 
the absence of any rules workman could very well fed 
justified in relying on certificates obtained by him from a 
Registered Medical Practioner even though he might only 
be a Vaid practicing Ayurvedic medicines. The Charge of 
disobedience or orders, which were not enforceable in 
rule, could neither be the basis of any order of dismissal or 
removal nor would it lead to any inference that the workman 
had merely been pretending to be sick. 

As the management in the present case has failed to 
refer any rule or provision of Bi-partite Settlement which 
make b obligatory for the workman to follow the directions 
of the management about appearing before C.M.O., the 
workman would not be held guilty for disobeying the order 
of the management. It is important to note that 
subsequently on the reference of the management dated 
31-08-94 Ex. W-5 the workman did appear before Civil 
Surgeon, Jalandhar and it is clear from Ex. W-6 the letter of 
the Civil Surgeon dated 05-09-1994 that he had been 
admitted in Orthopedic Ward in Jalandhar on 02-09-94 and 
remamed admit ted on the date of letter also. In the rejoinder 
the workman has stated that he was suffering from Disc 
Syndrome. 

It may be mentioned here that the justification of the 
absence of tire workman is not to be examined here. We 
are concerned only wi,h the charge that whether the 
workman committed any insubordination or disobedience 
of lawful, reasonable order of the management and the 
answer to the question had already been given above. 
The workman cannot be held guilty of insubordination or 
disobedience of orders. 

The next charge against the workman is of 
“continuous willful absence from the bank causing great 
harm to the development of the branch and customer 
service” (as per charge-sheet dated 16-11-1993 Ex. W-3). 
For this charge also the workman was held guilty and 
punished by dismissal. Regarding this charge the argument 
of the workman is that since he was not attending to his 
duties, there was no question of any negligence likely to 
involve the bank in serious loss. The misconduct involving 
negligence can be attributable only against an employee 
who is on duty and the findings recorded by the Enquiry 
Officer that by neglecting to be on duty the provisions of 
the Bi-partite Settlement was violated by the workman is 
funny. The argument of the management on the other hand 
is that when an employee does not attend the duty it is 
bound to affect the efficiency and working of the institution 
and such conduct on the part of an employee constitute 
misconduct. 

I do not agree with the argument of the management. 
Accepting this argument would mean that an employee 
cannot avail any type of leave even, because during the 


leave period he will not attend his duties and that will 
affect the efficiency and working of the bank. Workman is 
right in arguing that misconduct involving negligence can 
be attributed to an employee who is on duty. 

The third charge for which the workman has been 
held guilty and awarded a punishment of dismissal is 
“Habitual doing of any act which amount to minor 
misconduct” (as per charge-shed dated 16-11-1993 Ex. 
W-3). Regarding this the Enquiry Officer in his report of 
finding Ex. W-8 has said that “The C.S.C. repeatedly 
submitted leave application along with Medical Certificate 
of “Lajwant Hospital” from the Doctors’ of his choice 
marked as 1,3,4,5 inspite of bank’s official order marked 
as Ex. MX-5. In the light of above para 19.5(f) habitual 
doing of any act, which amounts to minor misconduct is 
proved.” 

It is important to note that habitual doing of any act 
of minor misconduct amounts to major misconduct. The 
hollowness of the charge does not requires any elaboration 
as the workman has submitted in his arguments that 
remaining absence continuously for some period does not 
amount to habitual minor misconduct. As submitted by 
the workman the clause 19.5(f) reads as under:— 

“19.5(f) Habitual doing of an act which amounts to 

minor misconduct as defined below :— 

Habitual means course of action taken or persisted 
in notwithstanding that at least on three previous 
occasions censure or warning had been 
administered or adverse remarks has been entered 
against him.” 

It is clear that to constitute a major misconduct the 
minor misconduct must relate to previous three occasions. 
Continuous absence for certain period does not mean that 
everyday a workman remained absent will constitute a 
separate misconduct. 

It will be noted that all the three charges for which 
the workman was awarded the punishment of dismissal 
stemmed from a minor misconduct. The management has 
made a hill out of a mole. The management cannot said to 
be fair towards the workman. There is nothing on record 
to show that the service of the workman was not 
satisfactory'. It appears that management twisted and 
moulded the facts of a minor misconduct to make severa' 
cases of major misconduct to get nd of the workman. The 
workman has been shown the doors without any 
justification. He is not guilty of the charges discussc4 
above and punishment awarded to him is not only harsh 
or disproportionate but unwarranted. It is, therefore, held 
that the action of management of Punjab and Sind Bank 
represented by the Assistant General Manager, Zonal 
Office, Model Town, Jalandhar in imposing the punishment 
of dismissal from service upon the workman is totally unjust 
and illegal. Issue No. 1 is decided in favour of the workman, 
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Issue No. 2. 

There is nothing on record to show, nor does the 
management allege that the workman is a type of person 
whose presence is undesirable or is not conducive to the 
discipline or the business of die bank or the bank has lost 
confidence in him. I, therefore, find the workman entitled 
to reinstatement with all consequential benefits. 
Accordingly, the reference is answered against the 
management and in favour of the workman. The order of 
dismissal from service passed against the workman is set 
aside and he is reinstated with all the consequential 
benefits including back wages, seniority and consideration 
for further promotion. The management is directed to 
comply with the award within a month of receiving a copy 
of the award. Let two cop; es of award after due compliance 
be sent to the Central Government for further necessary 
action. 


ASHOK KUMAR RASTOGI, Presiding Officer 
Rcrfl, 24 2010 

W.3TT. 3088.—1947 ( 1947 
14 ) *1RT 17 ^ 4K4-K sjfo ^ 

TRrtcR ^ eb4<W<[ ^ ^Nf, fr 

is w Tfeqt 32/2009) 

wit, 18-11-2010 ®Fl TTfrct IT3TT I 

[rt. TT^-12012/71 /2008 - 3TT^37R( eft- II) ] 


10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), 
between the Management of Indian Bank and their 
Workman) 

BETWEEN 

SriK. Palani : 1st Party/Petitioner 

Vs, 

The Asstt. General Manager : 2nd Party/Management 
Indian Bank Circle Office 
AVR Towers, 4 Bharaii Street 
Cuddalore-607001 

APPEARANCE: 

For the 1st Party/ 

Petitioner 

For the 2nd Party/ 

Management 


Sn J. Thomas 
Jeyaprabhakaran, 
Authorised Representative 

M/s. T. S. Gopalan & Co., 
Advocates 

AWARD 


The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide its 
Order No. L-12012/71/2008-IR(B-II)j dated 06-02-2009 
referred the following Industrial Dispute to this Tribunal 
for adjudication. 

The schedule mentioned in that order is : 

“Whether the action of the management of Indian 
Bank in terminating the services of Sri. K. Palani is 
legal and justified ? What relief is the workman 
entitled to ?” 


3% f W, 

New Delhi, die 24th November, 2010 

S.O. 3088.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No.32/ 
2009) of the Centra] Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Chennai as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Indian Bank and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 18-11 -2010. 

[ No. L-12012/71/2008-ER (B-II)] 

RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE TI IE CENTRAL GOVERNM ENT 
IND USTRIALTRIB LNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
CHENNAI 

Wednesday, the 10th November, 2010 
Present: A. N. JANARDANAN, Presiding Officer 

Industrial Dispute No. 32/2009 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 


2. After the receipt of Industrial Dispute, this 
Tribunal has numbered it as ID 32/2009 and issued 
notices to both side. Both sides entered appearance 
through their respective counsel and filed their Claim, 
Counter and Rejoinder Statement as die case may 
be. 

3. The Claim Statement contentions briefly read as 
follows; 

Petitioner, a Sub-Staff under Respondent/ 
Management since 1 1-11-1993 at Tirupapulivur and 
thereafter to Kallakurichi Branch in Cuddalore District with 
last drawn monthly salary of Rs. 7,000 and odd met with 
Compulsory Retirement after a censure on 09-10-2006 wliich 
gave rise to the present reference. I 11 die Show Cause 
Notice dated 16-08-2005 he was alleged with 7 lapses viz. 
(i) he with Mr. Periasamy, Clerk/Shroff obtained a hand 
loan of Rs. 15,000 from SB Account Holder, A.D, Lrngan 
(SB A/c No. 185) on 23-02-2005, (ii) it was not repaid til] 
28-4-2005, (iii) prevailing upon Periasamy petitioner caused 
fictitious credit entries to be made m SB Book of A.D, 
Lingan for Rs. 5,000 on 12-04-2005 and Rs. 10,000 op 
13-04-2005, (iv) stealthily removed OBC 3690 instrument 
for Rs. 5,89,000 addressed to Indian Bank, Attur (Salem) 
from the despatch box on 07-03-2005, (v) being on leave 
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on 8-3-2005 took OBC 3690 instrument for Rs. 5,89,000 to 
Indian Bank, Attur Branch on 08-03-2005 without 
authorization and demanded realization credit advice 
immediately, (vi) unauthorizedly collected the sent credit 
advice from M/s. Professional Courier Service, KaUakurichi 
on 10-03-2005, removed the credit advice from the cover 
and returned the empty cover to Courier Agency to hand 
over to Branch as is where is condition and (vii) meeting 
Amirtham, PTS at KaUakurichi on 10-03-2005 instigated 
her to give false statement about the empty cover 
confirming that it was received as is where is condition 
only. In his explanation dated 31-08-2005 he denied the 
allegations. The hand loan was taken for urgent domestic 
and medical expenses of which Rs. 10,000 was paid to 
Periasamy. He could not arrange the money for payment. 
AD. Lingan on 12-04-2005 arrived at the bank and 
threatened petitioner and he became restive. Then he 
caused Periasamy to effect a credit entry in Lingans Pass 
Book for Rs. 5,000 and another credit entry for 
Rs. 10,000 the next day expecting remittance any moment. 
It was not an, intention to cheat. Regarding removal of 
OBC petitioner did so to hand it over personally the same 
to his colleague at Shankarapuram. On 10-03-2005, when 
he had been to Courier Office to collect his personal thapal 
he came across the cover which he got handed over to 
himself which is not objectionable. An enquiry was held 
in tlie culmination of which after examination MW1 to 
MW5 and marking MEX1 to MEX22 enquiry report was 
prepared dated 10-08-2006 to which petitioner submitted 
comments on 26-08-2006. On 18-09-2006, proposed 
punishment of censure for charges (i) and (ii) as pr Clause- 
6(h) and Compulsory Retirement under Clause-6(c) in 
respect of Charges-(iii) and (vii) and Charges-(iv) to (vi) 
for gross misconduct of Memorandum of Settlement dated 
10-04-2002 was issued. There was personal hearing on 
27-09-2006. On 09-10-2006 the proposed punishments were 
imposed. Appeal filed was dismissed on 27-12-2006. 
Petitioner has been singled out and discriminated. The 
punishment is iUegal, unjustified and in victimization under 
unfair labour practice. He is made a scapegoat. Entries in 
Pass BookofAD. Lingan were made by A Periasamy only 
who is punished only with a censure and bringing down 
to lower stage by 2 stages. Periasamy was also alleged 
with identical charges as of 1st Party. Investigating 
Officer’s report implicate both petitioner and Periasamy, 
Enquiry was also against both for similar charges. 
Periasamy is an accomplice. There is no question of 
petitioner instigating him. Enquiry Officer without applying 
mind and without appreciating the evidence unjustly held 
die charges proved. No capital punishment is warranted.' 
Charges are not established. Disciplinary Authority acted 
mechanically passing a non-speaking final order. The 
Appellate Authority acted with prejudice, Appellate 
Authority’s order suffers from the vice of arbitrariness 
and non-application of mind. Evidence may be re¬ 


appreciated under Section-11 A of the I. D. Act and the 
petitioner may be reinstated. 

4. Counter Statement contentions briefly read as 
follows: 

Claim Statement allegations except those admitted 
are denied. On presentation of an outstation cheque for 
collection, cheque will be sent to the branch of the same 
bank in the station where the drawer bank branch is 
situated. Then it will be taken for clearing. After clearing, 
receiving bank will send a credit advice to the branch in 
which the cheque was to tendered for collection and based 
on the credit advice the account of payee of the cheque 
will be credited for the value of the cheque. Clearing of an 
outstation cheque will take not less than 4 days. It is not 
uncommon to depute a messenger to take it personally. 
No staff is permitted to undertake this exercise without 
permission, and which if done so must be for extraneous 
reasons. It was informed from KaUakurichi branch that the 
petitioner came there and handed over an instrument by 
hand on 08-03-2005 and wanted realization advice the same 
day but which they sent only by post. Thereafter 
KaUakurichi branch came to know about the stealthy 
removal of the OBC. Petitioner admitted before 
Investigating Officer on 28-04-2005 regarding the removal 
of the OBC which was unauthorized. On 27-04-2005, A.D. 
Lingan complained regarding the genuineness of 2 credit 
entries in his Pass BookforRs. 5,000 dated 12-04-2005 and 
Rs. 10,000 dated 13-04-2005. The 2 credit entries were not 
reflected in the computer ledger balance. They were bogus 
entries. Subsequent entries were also made and the balance 
was suitably manipulated to substantiate the earlier two 
entries. Petitioner admitted in his explanation substantial 
part of the allegations. In the enquiry he did not lead any 
evidence. That petitioner had no intention to cheat cannot 
be accepted. He was not expected to have the financial 
dealing with the customer. Petitioner instructed Periasamy 
and case of Periasamy cannot be put on the same footing 
as of petitioner. Periasamy only obliged the petitioner in 
making the fictitious entries. Periasamy is not a beneficiary 
out of the credit entries in the Pass Book of A.D. Lingan. It 
was only to shield the petitioner that Periasamy had made 
the entries. Withdrawal Slip had been signed by the 
petitioner taking Rs. 15,000. Non-mention of return of 
money taken by Periasamy to petitioner is petitioner’s 
connivance. There is no discrimination since both are not 
equals. Dishonest conduct of petitioner caused undue 
anxiety. Orders and punishment do not call for interference. 
Payment of his pension will be considered on application. 
The claim is to be rejected. 

5. Rejoinder Statement contentions in a nutshell are 
as follows: 

Investigating Officer admits genuineness of the 
cover transaction if the petitioner had taken the permission 
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therefor Compulsory Retirement is highly incom¬ 
mensurate with the misconduct 

6. Points for consideration are: 

(i) Whether the Compulsory Retirement of the 
petition^ is legal and justified ? 

(iO To what relief the concerned workman is 
enUded ? 

7. Evidence consists of the testimony of WW1 and 
Ex.Wl to Ex.W14 on the petitioner’s side and Ex.Ml to 
Ex.M10 and Ex.Mll (series) marked on the Respondent’s 
side with no testimony adduced. 

Points (i) & (ii) 

8. Heard both sides. Perused the documents, 
records and written submission filed by the petitioner. 
The representative of the petitioner argued that the action 
against the petitioner is a classic case of gross 
discrimination based on cadre difference and bias. The 
petitioner while was confronted with 7 charges. Periasamy, 
Cleric a co-delinquent faced 4 charges. In both the sets of 
charges the involvement of both Palani and Periasamy in 
the impugned transactions is with equal role. There was 
an additional charge sheet against Periasamy attributing 
him to have had carried out the 2 fictitious credit entries 
and subsequent entries in the Pass Book of his own accord 
when pressurized by the party and not at the instigation 
of Palani. Both persons were equally involved in obtaining 
the hand loan from the customer. Out of Rs. 15,000 as Hand 
Loan obtained from A.D. Lingan, Periasamy was 
instantaneously getting Rs. 10,000 leaving only Rs. 5,000 to 
Palani, The transaction as a whole has taken place at the 
spur of a moment and is not with an ill intention or 
planning. When the party was agitating, to avoid 
embarrassing situation the entries were made in the Pass 
Book with an intention to remit the amount into the account 
in quick succession. The customer had no notion that 
Palani cheated him. As admitted in the Counter Statement 
sometimes when outstation cheque, from a branch is Liken 
to another branch in a nearby location, say within a 
distance of 100 kms., it is not uncommon to depute a 
messenger to take it personally. Therefore petitioner’s 
indulgence in collecting the outstation cheque etc. is not 
to be reckoned unusual or irregular. It was done only in an 
over enthusiasm to help a known and related customer. 
The said transaction has been approved as having taken 
place in a genuine manner by the Management’s witnesses 
for just lack of permission. The covers are usually opened by 
the Daftry in the presence of Asstt. Branch Manager. The 
punishment is discriminatory as well as being 
disproportionate to the gravity of the offence. Capital 
punishment is totally unwarranted. In the charge to Periasamy 
there is no allegation of liis having been induced by the 
petitioner. 


[Part 1.1—Sec. 3(ii)] 


9. The contra contentions on behaif of the 
Respondent are that it is Palani who has' signed in the 
Withdrawal Slip. It is he who received the money of 
Rs. 15,000out of which Rs. 10,000 was given to Periasamy, 
which the latter returned to Palani, but which Palani did 
not remit back to the account until 29-04-2005. The 
petitioner has not denied the allegations but has been out 
to justify them. 

10. Having considered the rival contentions I am 
led to the conclusion that there is some force in the 
contention of the representative of the petitioner. The 
first and foremost challenge is against the punishment of 
Compulsory Retirement, of course with superannuation 
benefits, a capital punishment as quite disproportionate 
to the gravity of the offence. When both flic petitioner as 
well as Periasamy, Clerk faced identical charges anil both 
of them have been found guilty in the enquiry has the 
petitioner been discriminated with greater punishment of 
censure and Compulsory Retirement whereas Periasamy 
has been inflicted with the punishment of censure and 
bringing down to lower scale by 2 stages ? While the 
finding on all the charges as to the guilt of the petitioner 
cannot be set aside the same being only true and based 
on facts proved in the enquiry for various reasons, such 
as that approval of the act of the petitioner in collecting 
the outstation cheque and dealing with it for which he has 
not had obtained permission is not legally possible in the 
absence of permission. Only when permission is obtained 
petitioner could resort to that course. Regarding the 
opening of the cover by petitioner it could have been 
approved only if he had done it in die presence of the 
Assistant Branch Manager which was not so done. So his 
acts in regard to above aspects are unauthorized inviting 
disciplinary action. That the petitioner had no intention to 
cheat the customer is not at all a tenable contention. One 
cannot beheard to say that despite his doing an unfaithful 
act it is not with an intention to defraud. On the aftermath 
of a really fraudulent act the impression of tire defrauded 
to the contra is not material and is unrealistic. That 
petitioner did not induce Periasamy to do the offending 
acts cannot be accepted. That Periasamy only obliged the 
petitioner in making the fictitious entries cannot be 
accepted. That Periasamy is not a beneficiary of the credit 
entries in the Pass Book of A.D. Lingon cannot be accepted. 
That Periasamy did so only to shield the petitioner cannot 
be accepted. That there is no discrimination since both 
petitioner and Periasamy are not equals cannot be accepted 
in toto. The same can only be partially true. That is to say 
as regards the charges in relation to obtaining of hand 
loan of Rs. 15,000 from A.D. Lingan there is proved 
existence of the marriage of the minds of both the petitioner 
and Periasamy with unity of purpose. As regards the 
collection of OBC and pursuit of it by petitioner at every 
subsequent stage successively to deal with it from stage 
to stage, described by the petitioner as mere accidental 
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coincidences of events cannot be believed or accepted 
without a pmch of saft Discemibly the petitioner had been 
after die OBC and his own version that it was only to help 
a friend customer vouchsafes this view. This practice could 
be resorted to b / petitioner only if he has been permitted 
by his employer bank to do so. In the absence of permission 
tiie same is a misconduct. That the said transaction went 
through well causing no loss or prejudice and has acquired 
a status of genuineness is not at all relevant. Whether the 
bank has not been prejudiced or not incurred any loss is 
not a relevant consideration. What is material is the 
propensity of die petitioner to commit the misconduct. 
The charges against the petitioner on these aspects have 
also been held proved tn the enquiry which went well and 
culminated in a finding. The finding is proper, legal and 
fair viewed from any angle. These proved charges are 
additional or special to the petitioner alone which do not 
touch upon the co-delinquent Periasamy. So to say the 
case of petitioner that himself and Periasamy stand on 
equal footing m the matter of proved charges is totally 
absurd. While all the 7 charges against the petitioner stand 
proved there arc only 4 charges against Periasamy which 
also stand proved. Hence the contention that both the 
delinquents are at equal fault is fallacious and cannot be 
countenanced. Here again the relevant consideration is 
whether in spite of the unequal situation interse the two 
delinquents, yet it could be found that the punishment 
meted out to the petitioner when compared to that on 
Periasamy turns out to be discriminatory. 

11. Even if there is any persuasion from petitioner, 
Periasamy could not have done the act. The act of 
Periasamy cannot be regarded as one done only out of 
persuasion from the petitioner. The act of Periasamy is 
one which may be out of persuasion from the petitioner as 
well as is one out of his own volition in order to obtain a 
loan of Rs. 15,000 from A. D. Lingan the proceeds of which 
had been discernibly pre-planned for being shared 
between themselves at a rate of Rs. 10,000 to Periasamy 
and Rs. 5,000 to the petitioner instantaneously at the time 
of actual tender. Even with persuasion from the petitioner 
to Periasamy to do so, Periasamy cannot do it except with 
his own volition too. For actus-rea from Periasamy his 
mens-rea should precede. For Periasamy’s volition to act 
in the direction he desires petitioner’s persuasion may 
aiso have been a cause of which the effect is the making of 
fictitious entries in the Pass Book of the customer. 
Discemibly there is sharing of common intention between 
the two parties in accomplishing the act to achieve their 
common purpose. In the planned action done if and by 
Periasamy alone petitioner is also liable as if it were done 
by petitioner alone. Though, according to petitioner in his 
explanation he only requested Periasamy simply to do so 
which is later seen described by the same petitioner as a 
fervent request mutually contradicts. This could only be 
seen as an attempt of the petitioner to justify his conduct. 


In the hand loan transaction for Rs. 15,000 obtained from 
A.D. Lingan, the role of both the petitioner and Periasamy 
is equal. The continued conduct of Periasamy causing the 
2 fictitious entries in the Pass Book of A.D. Lingan and 
also the subsequent entries though could be reckoned as 
a separate or individual action on the part of Penasamy it 
is really not so. This is an act impliedly intended by the 
petiti rner as well to be followed up by Pmasamy to make 
an ostensible appearance of the fraud as legal and normal 
The finding that the petitioner is guilty of the proved 
charges is not to be interfered with and is only to be upheld 
Our present question is whether the punishment imposed 
is still proper or fair. While the punishment of the petitioner 
cannot be regarded as disproportionate to the gravity of 
the offence, yet for other reasons, say good reasons, it 
has to be deprecated as not fair and proper. Here are two 
delinquents who committed misconducts in respect of a 
hand loan of Rs. 15,000 obtained from a customer jointly 
by petitioner/sub-staff and Periasamy, a Clerk. Again there 
is fictitious crediting of entries in the Pass Book of the 
customer by Periasamy which is sharing common intention 
with the petitioner. For these misconducts both the 
petitioner and Periasamy are liable to punishment equally. 
But the punishments imposed are different. While it is 
capital punishment to petitioner it is liberal to Periasamy. 
Therefore, the punishment imposed on Periasamy is lenient 
but that against the petitioner has been discriminatory as 
regards lire charges common to both. It is against equity, 
justice and good conscience and much against the 
principles of natural justice. It is biased. It may even be 
said to be m victimization of petitioner in unfair labour 
practice by which petitioner is thrown out of his 
employment. It is a specific case o f discriminatory treatment 
to one delinquent between two delinquents with equal 
degree of culpability of delinquency. Under no stretch of 
thought it could be said that the misconduct of Periasamy 
in respect of the charges, common to both is lesser in 
degree than that of petitioner. But before making a final 
decision as to discriminatory treatment it is to be noted 
that as against petitioner there are 3 additional charges 
too which also stand proved. Therefore, it is again germane 
to consider whether with the 3 more additional charges 
standing proved against the petitioner, the impugned 
punishment of Compulsory Retirement could still be held 
legal andjustified. According to me the additional charges 
are not so grave enough to mete out to the petitioner the 
capital punishment, though it is in combination wilii die 
proved common charges. It has been inequitable to have 
inflicted severe punishment on petitioner than that inflicted 
on Periasamy for the proved common charges. Hence as 
regards the common charges punishment of petitioner is 
to be limited to the extent of punishment imposed on 
Periasamy. As regards the additional charges proved 
against the petitioner he is liable to extra punishment. Bui 
the additional charges cannot be regarded as so grave 
enough to warrant capital punishment even if and when it 
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is in conjunction with the proved common charges. 
Therefore, the punishment is to be set aside. This is to 
mete out equal treatment to two delinquents with equal 
degree of delinquency in regard to proved common 
charges. This was a case fit for awarding the capital 
punishment of Compulsory Retirement to the delinquents 
whoever. As an equalizer of the punishments to both the 
delinquents Periasamy who has been liberally dealt with 
by the Management is not to be made to visit with the 
sanction of a capital punishment viz. Compulsory 
Retirement with superannuation benefits. Instead the 
petitioner be reinstated into service and given the 
punishment as is inflicted on Periasamy. 

12. Resultantly, the punishment of Compulsory 
Retirement inficted on the petitioner is set aside and it is 
ordered that Respondent/Management shall reinstate the 
petitioner into service forthwith with continuity of service 
and other attendant benefits. The Management may 
thereafter inflict on the petitioner the punishment inflicted 
on his co-delinquent Periasamy. Awarding backwages 
cannot normally be automatic with reinstatement. 
Termination of petitioner from service cannot be said to 
be disproportionate. But it is on other good reasons that 
the petitioner has to be reinstated. It is held by the Apex 
Court that the power of Tribunals extends to interfere with 
punishment not only when the punishment is 
disproportionate to the gravity of the misconduct but als o 
for other good reasons. The petitioner herein is to be 
awarded with the punishment equal to that of Periasamy 
for the proved common charges and some extra 
punishment for the additional 3 charges proved against 
petitioner alone. Therefore the petitioner and Periasamy 
cannot be said to be delinquents in equal degree. For the 
additional charges proved against petitioner he has to be 
awarded some more punishment that awarded to Periasamy. 
Otherwise, it would be giving rise to a situation in which 
two un-equals are treated equally for the reason that 
Periasamy guilty of lesser charges and petitioner guilty of 
more charges are punished equally. The same would creat e 
an awkward and absurd situation. So the punishment to 
be imposed onpetitioner finally is not to be limited to that 
awarded to Periasamy. 

13. Regarding backwages, again the question is 
whether petitioner is entitled to the same at all? For this 
the yardstick to be adopted is pose a pertinent question; 
i.e. if petitioner had not been terminated front service and 
were inflicted with the punishment awarded to Periasamy 
and some other punishment for the additional charges 
proved would not he have continued to receive his regular 
salary ? Since the termination from service of petitioner is 
unjust from any view of the matter I am of the opinion that 
the petitioner should get backwages. The next question is 
whether he should be allowed the full backwages or it has 
to be a part only. Due to having been out of employment 
the petitioner has not had the occasion to serve the bank 


after his Compulsory Retirement for the actual entitlement 
of pay. In his case the maxim “dies-non” meaning “no 
work; no pay” is to apply as a normal incidence. But such 
a view appears to be too unjust a treatment towards 
petitioner. He was awarded capital punishment which is 
unjustified. His case is that he is remaining unemployed 
after Compulsory Retirement. This aspect remains 
unchallenged. Hence taking into consideration all the facts 
and circumstances I am of the considered view that 
petitioner has to be awarded backwages but not in full. 
That the backwages to be awarded to him be limited to 
75%. Then the question is what shall be the extra 1 
punishment to be given to the petitioner ? I order that let 
it be by way of forfeiture of 25% of the backwages. It is 
ordered accordingly. Accordingly, petitioner is ordered to 
be reinstated. Thereafter the Management may impos e on 
the petitioner the s ame punishment awarded to Periasamy 
over and above the punishment of censure. 

14. The reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P.A. transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 9th November, 2010). 

A. N. JANARDANAN, Presiding Officer 

Witnesses Examined: 

For the 1 st Party/Petitioner : WW1, Sri K. Pal ani 

For the 2nd Party/ 

Management Nil 

Documents Marked: 

From the Petitioner’s side 


ExJVa 

Date 

Description 

Ex.Wl 

21-11-2005 

Charge Sheet No. 
CO:CUD:VlGL:DP/AS/44 
dated 21-11 -2005 issued to 
SriKPalam. 

Ex.W2 

28-12-2005 

Copy of the Enquiry 


and Other 

Proceedings held against 


dates 

Sri K. Palani by Sri R. 
Mathivanan, Enquiry 
Officer alongwith the 
documents marked by the 
Management as 
Management exhibits. 
MEX-2,3,4,5,10,11,14, 
15,16,17,20,21,22 & 

DEX-1 

Ex.W3 


Summing up of the Defence 
Representative, Sri J. 
Thomas Jeyaprabhakaran 
on the enquiry proceedings 
held against Sri K. Palani 
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Ex.W4 

12-08-2006 

Letter No. CO/ OJD/VIGYU 
57/2006-07 dated 12-8-2006 
of Chief Manager /Second- 
in-Command, Disciplinary 
Authority enclosing the 
findings dated 10-08-2006. 

EX.W5 

26-08-2006 

Sri K. Palanis reply to the 
Chief Manager/ 
Disciplinary Authority’s 
memo dated 12-08-2006. 

Ex.W6 

18-09-2006 

Second Show Cause Ref. 
CO/CUD/VIGIL/77/2006-07 
by the Chief Manager/ 
Disciplinary Authority to 
the Charge Sheeted 
Employee and fixing 
Personal Hearing. 

Ex.W7 

3-10-2006 

Sri K. Palani’s reply to the 
Second Show Cause. 

Ex.W8 

9-10-2006 

Punishment order served 
on Sri K. Palani by the Chief 
Manager/Disciplinary 
Authority - Ref: CO/CUD/ 
VIGIL/DPAS/91/2006-07. 

Ex.W9 

9-11-2006 

Appeal preferred by Sri K. 
Palani before the Deputy 
General Manager/Appellate 
Authority against the order 
of punishment of the Chief' 
Disciplinary Authority. 

EX.W10 

28-12-2006 

Letter No. CO : CUD : 
VIGIL/138/2006-07 dated 
28-12-2006 by the Chief 
Manager, CO:Cuddalore 
enclosing orders dated 27- 
12-2006 passed by the 
Appellate Authority. 

Ex-Wll 

21-11-2005 

Charge Sheet Ref. CO/CUD/ 
VIGIL/DP/AS/43/2005-06 
dated21-U-2005 issued to 
Sri A. Periasamy, Clerk/ 
Shroff, Kallakurichi Branch. 

EX.W12 

7-08-2006 

Letter Ref CO/CUD/VIGIL/ 
53-2006-07 dated 7-08-2006 
by Chief Manager/ 
Disciplinary Authority 
enclosing the findings of 
the Enquiry Officer dated 
4-08-2006. 

EX.W13 

3-10-2006 

Punishment order Ref. CO/ 


CUD/VIGIL/DPAS/85/ 


2006-07 by the Chief. 
Manager/ Disciplinary 
Authority served on Sr: / . 
Periasamy. 

Ex.W14 16-07-2007 Industrial Dispute raided by 

Sri K. Palani before the 
Asstt. Labour Commis¬ 
sioner (C), Chennai. 


From the Management side: 


Ex. No. 

Date 

Description 

ExMl 

16-08-2005 

Letter suspending the 
petitioner pending further 
departmental action. 

Ex.M2 

19-06-2006 

Presenting Officer’s 
summing up. 

Ex.M3 

Ex.M4 

9-04-2005 

294-2005 

Savings Bank Pay in Slip. 
Statement of Accounts 
from 25-01-2005 to 28-04- 
2005. 

ExJVt5 

3-05-2005 

Letter of the bank regarding 
unauthorized credit entries 
in the account of Mr. A. D. 
Singh. 

Ex.M6 

23-02-2005 

Cashier payment scroll 
containing the payment 
details to the debit of SB 
A/c No. 185 of Sri A. D. 
Singh. 

Ex.M7 

31-08-2005 

Confession Statement 
given by Sri A. Periasamy 
to the Deputy General 
Manager, Cuddalore. 

Ex.M8 

31-08-2005 

Confession Statement 
given by Sri K. Palani to the 
Dy. General Manager, 
Cuddalore. 

Ex.M9 

- 

IBGA advise from Attur 
Branch. 

Ex.M10 

5-03-2005 

7- 03-2005 

8- 03-2005 

Despatch Register. 

Ex.Mll 

19-04-2010 

Letter from Branch 
Manager, Indian Bank, 
Sankarapuram to H.O., 
Chennai enclosing copy of 
correspondence regarding 
payment of Gratuity to the 
petitioner on various 
dates. 
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New Delhi, the 24th November, 2010 

S.O. 3089.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ret . No.49/ 
2007) of the Central Government Industrial Trihunal-eum- 
Labour Court, Bhubneswarnow as shown in theAnnexure, 
m the Industrial dispute between tire employers in relation 
to the management of United Bank of India and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 1841-2010. 

[ No. L-12011/92/2007-IR (B-Il)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT BHUBANESWAR 

PRESENT: 

Shri j. Srivastava, 

Presiding Officer, C.GI.T.-cum-Labour Court, 
Bhubaneswar. 

Industrial Dispute Case No. 49/2007 
Date of Passing: Award - 29th October 2010 

BETWEEN: 

The Management of tlie Regional Manager, 

United B ank of India, Orissa - II, Region, 

4t/Po. Ainlhapali, Dist. Sambalpur-768004. 

... 1 st Party-Management. 

AND 

Their workman Shri Maheswar Nath, 
represented Through the Secretary, 

United Bank of India Employees Union, 

Orissa State Committee, 

O'o. United Bank of India, 

Plot No.3, Nayapalli, Bhubaneswar, 

Pin-75' 015,Orissa. 

...2nd Party-Union. 

APPEARANCES: 

None ■ For the 1st Party-Management. 

-ne : For the 2nd Party-Union. 


The Government of India in tl)i MioMr> >; ; y xmr 
vide its letter No. L-l 2011/92/2007-11-; (B-U). dated 
28-11-2007 have referred an industrial depute existing 
between the employers in relation to the Maiag vnent of 
United Bank of India and their workman m vverc;s'.*.of the 
powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-sec:ion i!) and 
sub-section (2-A) of Section ! 0 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. 

2. The dispute as mentioned under A schedule of 
reference is quoted below :— 

“Whether the aciion of the Management of United 
Bank of India in inflicting punishmord on Shri 
Malieswar Nath, Daftary by reducing his nasw: pav 
to two stages with effect from 30-7-2003 o i the 
ground of misconduct is legal and justified.? s, yes, 
whether the punishment is proportionate to the 
offence committed by the workman'' If not, what 
relief the workman is entitled to?” 

3. Hie Minishy in the letter of reference has (k/ected 

the parties raising the dispute to file a statement of Nairn, 
complete with relevant documents, list of re-1 jam and 
witnesses with the Tribunal within 15 days of die ux eip? 
of the order of reference. But it is shocking u> note that 
nearly a period of three years is going to expire and the 
2nd Party-Union has not filed any statemem o 1 claim. T he 
reference was earlier relumed to the Ministry by tbc order 
of this Tribunal dated 28-5-2010, but subsequent !y on the 
representation dated 6-8-2010 of the Secretary ol the 2nd 
Party-Union to the Ministry, the Ministry has again sen! 
the reference for reconsideration and giving award by- 
determining the question referred lor adjudication on merits 
within a period of one month of receipt of their letter dated 
23rd Sept. 2010. The Ministry also directed the parties 
involved in the dispute to complete the formalities if any 
and requested this Tribunal that in the case of 
non-compliance the Tribunal would be free to give us 
award. Despite the request of the Ministry the parties 
involved in the case abstained from appearing m this 
Tribunal and failed to file any statement of claim and in 
turn reply to statement of claim. The matt'. - Icings as 

it was earlier on 28-5-2010 when this Tribunal returned the 
referenceto the Ministry. It is worthless to remind dial the 
industrial disputes referral to the Tribunal are to be decided 
within three months as per mandate of Section 2-A of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act and usual direction 
given by the Ministry in their letters of reference. When 
there is no statement of claim before this Tribunal, this 
Tribunal is not in a position to ascertain as to what are the 
facts giving rise to the industrial dispute and what are the 
tenets or grounds on which the claim or the demand of the 
workman can be testified. Adjudication of any claim arises 
only when the parties raising the dispute put forward the 
statement of facts giving rise to such dispute and the 
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other party submits its reply admitting or denying those 
facts. Here in the present case no such pleadings or 
statement of facts and the reply of the Opp.Party have 
come before the Tribunal.Hence the question of 
adjudication of the dispute does not arise. When the 
parties are so negligent that they cannot put forward their 
statement of claim within three years of reference it is but 
to mention that they are misusing the judicial process. 

4. Under these circumstances, this Tribunal is 
constrained to return the reference without any 
adjudication to the Government of India, Ministry of 
Labour for necessary action at their end. 

Dict ated & corrected by me. 

J. SRIVASTHAVA, Presiding Officer 
24 2010 

•5ST.3CT. 3090.—ayphbfcMK 1947 (1947 

cfii i 4 )^t«mr n $ 313^ 3 , 

$ 4^12 (eM 38/2007 ) 
^T<blfvld^^t,^^hTR^H^22-ll--2010^W<T 
f3tT *JT I 

[U 12012/1/2007-311$ 3HT(^-II)] 

fw, 


BETWEEN 


Sri S, Immanud ...1st Party/Petitioner 

AND 


The General Manager, 

Indian Overseas Bank 

Central Office, No, 962, Anna Salai 

Chennai-600002 ...2nd Party Respondent 

APPEARANCE: 


For the 1st Party/ 
Petitioner 


For the 2nd Party/ 
Management 


M/s BalanHaridas, 

R Kamatchi Sundaresan, 
Advocates 

M/s N,G,R. Prasad, 

V. Stalin, Advocates 

AWARD 


The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
its order no. L-l 2012/1/2007-IR(B-U) dated 26-06-2007/ 
17-07-2007 referred the following industrial Dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication. 

The schedule mentioned in that order is : 

“Whether the demand of Sri S. Immanuel for 
reinstatement into service with attendant benefits 
and back wages against the management of Indian 
Overseas Bank is just and fair? If not, to what relief 
is the workman entitled?” 


New Delhi, the 24th November, 2010 

S.O. 3090.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 3 8/ 
2007) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Chennai now as shown in the Annexure, in 
the Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Indian Overseas Bank and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government 
on22-l 1-2010. 

[ No. L-12012/1/2007-IR(B-II)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
1NDUSTR1ALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
CHENNAI 

Friday, the 19th November, 2010 
Present: A.N. JANARDANAN, Presiding Officer 

Indusrtial Dispute No. 38/2007 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2 (A) of 
Section 10 ofthe Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), 
between the Management of Indian Overseas Bank and 
their workman) 


2. After the receipt of Industrial Dispute, this 
Tribunal has numbered it as ID 3 8/2007. Pursuant to notice 
under RPAD, the parties appeared through their counsel 
and filed their claim and counter statement as the case 
maybe. 

3. The Claim Statement averments briefly read as 
follows: 

The 1st party while was working as Cashier in 
Muthialpet Branch under Respondent Management at 
Chennai w as suspended on 16-10-1998 and dismissed from 
service on 17-02-2000 because of his Trade Union 
Membership and Activism in Minority Trade Union. He 
was charge sheeted on 30-11-1998 under Para-17.5(d) and 
Para-17.5 (J) of 14-12-1966 Bipartite Settlement, which 
charges respectively are willful damage or attempt to cause 
damage to the property of the bank and customers, doing 
any act prejudicial to the interests of the bank or gross 
negligence involving or likely to involve bank in serious 
loss. Non-Banking Private Transactions were concocted 
into banking transactions by fabricating documents with 
their production only in photocopies to escape detection 
in the enquiry against protest of the Defence Assistant. It 
is against principles of natural justice. Charge is that the 
petitioner temporarily misappropriated money handed over 
by 7 customers for deposit and misled them by falsifying 
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their Pass Books and fabricating Counterfoil of the challan. 
No originals of the documents were produced by the 2nd 
Party in the enquiry nor any complaint of the customer in 
proof of the charges. His request to adjourn the enquiry 
on 21-05-1999 was turned down and the same was 
proceeded with without being treated as ex-parte. He not 
conversant with the English was denied the Tamil 
translations of the proceedings. Defence Assistant was 
disabled to effectively cross-examine MWI, sole 
Management witness with hearsay evidence. Complainant 
customers were not examined. The sole Management 
witness MWI has not even investigated the case. Defence 
Witnesses were not allowed to be examined. Domestic 
enquiry is sham with a prejudice to victimize the petitioner. 
He was acquitted for the charges by the 3rd Metropolitan 
Magistrate Court, George Town. Thus the domestic enquiry 
is superseded. The punishment is to be rescinded. Bank 
suffered no loss. The enquiry is vitiated. The findings are 
perverse. Dismissal is in colourable exercise of power in 
unfair labour practice. Hence the petitioner is to be 
reinstated with all benefits 

4. Counter Statement averments briefly read as 
follows: 

The petitioner/cashier was issued a charge-sheet 
on 30-11 -1998. Charges are that he had received Rs. 20,900 
from M.A.G Sheik Dawood on 06-10-1998 for remittance 
in his SB A/c No. 17595 but did not do so and 
misappropriated by retaining the credit challan signed by 
the Account Holder. He had initialed counterfoil and made 
false entry in the SB Pass Book of the customer. To avoid 
detection of fraud he remitted the amount into the account 
on 8-10-1998 using the retained credit challan. With this 
modus operandi he misappropriated Rs. 27,000 received 
from K.S.A. Majeetha Banu on 11-09-1998 and remitted 
only 22-09-1998. In respect of 5 other instances he 
misappropriated money similarly totaling to Rs. 1,54,600 
except in the case of Thangaraj in which case he remitted 
the misappropriated sum of Rs, 11,100 through his friend. 
Disciplinary Authority himself conducted the enquiry in 
which the charges were found proved. Petitioner 
was dismissed on 7-02-2000. Appeal was dismissed on 
24-12-2003. Charges are proved by documentary evidence. 
Petitioner was effectively represented by his Defence 
Representative. Enquiry was proper. Enquiry was fair and 
in accordance with the principles of natural justice. It is 
always not necessary to examine complainants. The fraud 
came to light on complaint of the customers. Investigation 
revealed alteration of dates of challan by petitioner. Charges 
were proved based on records maintained in the normal 
course of business of the bank through MWI. Petitioner’s 
claim is that it is a private money lending. Bank has lost 
confidence in him. That the enquiry was sham and 
that petitioner was victimized for his membership in the 
Minority Union is baseless. Acquittal of the petitioner on 
16-07-2004 in Criminal Case by 3rd Metropolitan Judicial 


Magistrate, George Town, Chennai is only giving benefit 
of doubt. In departmental proceedings preponderance of 
probability is sufficient whereas in Criminal Proceedings 
beyond doubt proof is necessary. This Court is not bound 
by the outcome of the Criminal Court proceedings. 
Petitioner’s claim is to be rejected. 

5. Points for consideration are: 

(i) Whether the claim for reinstatement of 
petitioner into service is just and fair? 

(ii) To what relief the concerned workman is 
entitled to? 

6. Evidence consists of the oral evidence of WW1 
and Ex.Wl to Ex.W9 on the petitioner’s side and the 
testimony of MWI and Ex.Ml to Ex.M62 on the side of 
the Respondent. 

Points (i) 4& (ii) 

7. Heard both sides. Perused the records, documents 
and the written submissions of either side. The sum and 
substance of the arguments of the learned counsel for the 
petitioner are that there is no document to show that 
petitioner received cash from the customers M.A.G Sheik 
Dawood and others nor proof for the entries as being 
made by him. These vital facts do not stand pro ved. When 
with the presence of several Cashiers and Teller Counters 
and they also may do the same things as occasions demand 
there is nothing to pinpoint the petitioner as the culprit. 
Complainants were not examined. The same is the case 
with co-employees for identifying the signature in the 
counterfoil and Bank Pass Book Even <he preliminary 
Enquiry Officer was not examined leaving no evidence to 
prove the charges. Serious charges of misappropriation 
should always be proved to the hilt as held by Supreme 
Court. The name of the petitioner does not find a place m 
any, complaints. No statement of complainant has been 
taken. The enquiry proceeded with a prejudice against the 
petitioner. The material documents were not sent for 
forensic opinion. Nobody other than the account holder 
can give a complaint. This is a case of no evidence at all. 
Signatures in Counterfoils are not that of the petitioner. 
Pass Book entries have not been made by the petitioner. 
Petitioner had not received any amount. The case cannot 
be held proved even on preponderance of probability. 

8. The learned counsel relied on the decision in 
UNION OF INDIA VS. GYAN CHAND CHATTAR (2010- 
1-SCC-L&S-129) wherein the Supreme Court held that 
“serious charge of misappropriation will have to be proved 
to the hilt. Therefore punishment of dismissal cannot be 
sustained in the eye of law”. 

9. In 2007-5-CTC-157 decision, Madras High Court 
held that “when direct evidence and circumstantial 
evidence lacks corroboration capital punishment of 
dismissal ought not to have been imposed”. 
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10. In V. PARAMESHWARAN VS. PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CGIT-CUM-LABOUR COURT, CHENNAI AND 
ANOTHER (2010-3-LLN-509) Madras High Court held that 
“when on the same set of facts the Criminal Court has 
already acquitted the petitioner in which case, the 
departmental proceedings which were initiated on its same 
set of facts are liable to be quashed. Accordingly, the 
order is quashed. The order of dismissal is set side”. 

11. On behalf of the Respondent the learned counsel 
argued that from the material documents temporary 
misappropriation of money by petitioner has been proved 
as in the Investigation Report. The modus operandi of the 
petitioner in all the 7 misappropriations is one and the 
same. Computer generated statement of accounts is 
sufficient evidence for the misconduct acts of the 
petitioner. His signature has been identified by the Branch 
Manager. Petitioner has been the Cashier during the 
relevant period. A defence of the petitioner that the 
transactions comprise only private borrowings cannot hold 
good. The fact that petitioner remitted some of the deposits 
in the wake of complaints further goes to show that he 
alone is the fraudster. In personal borrowings there is no 
need for issuance of counterfoil with initials of the petitioner 
and seal of the bank. Customers giving version in support 
to save the employment of the petitioner could never be 
taken heed of. What is material in a case like this is the 
material document and not the witnesses. For proved 
misappropriation of money even if temporary dismissal is 
not to be interfered with. 

12. In STATE BANK OF INDIA AND ANOTHER 
Vs. BELA VAGCH1 AND OTHERS (2005-4-L&N-1) the 
Apex Court held that “in a charge of serious nature plea 
that Account Hoider had withdrawn his grievance and 
there was no loss of money to the bank is sans 
substance”. 

13. Again in STATE BANK OF INDIA AND 
OTHERS VS. S.N. GOEL(2008-III-LLJ-567) the Apex Court 
held that “any misappropriation, even temporary, of the 
funds of the Bank or its customers/borrowers constitutes 
a serious misconduct, inviting severe punishment”. 

14. In STATE BANK OF INDIA VS. TARUN 
KUMARBHARATI AND OTHERS (2000-2-1U-1373) the 
Apex Court held “a customer of the bank need not be 
involved in a domestic enquiry conducted; as such a 
course would not be conducive to proper bank-customer 
relations hip and therefore would not be in the interest of 
the bank 5 ’. 

15 Here is the case of a Petitioner/Cashier who after 
having received money from customers for deposit into 
their respective SB Accounts together with signed challans 
afro- having issued signed counterfoils as well as after 
making entries in their Pass Book for the deposit of the 
money retained the money with hims elf and thus committed 


temporary misappropriation. In the case of 7 customers he 
did the offending acts. On complaints from the customers 
not naming against the petitioner the fraud was detected 
and in the investigation the petitioner was found to be the 
culprit against whom disciplinary action was taken. In the 
enquiry held the misconducts have been proved more on 
documentary evidence than on oral evidence, of course 
with some evidence of MW1 the Branch Manager to link 
the documentary evidence to the facts to find out and 
thus pinpoint the person as to who is the culprit. 
Accordingly, the petitioner has been proved to be the 
fraudster. The examination of the complainants in the facts 
of the case is not material to prove the misconduct when 
the documents and the computer generated statements 
themselves cogently point towards the petitioner as the 
delinquent. This is a case where the petitioner participated 
in the enquiry with the assistance of a Defence Assistant 
who has been present on all the dates of the enquiry. 
There is nothing to hold that the enquiry has not gone 
through well or that the finding is perverse or illegal. This 
cannot be found to be a case of no evidence, say legal 
evidence in as much as the documents linked through 
MW1 Branch Manager conclusively lead to the 
conclusion that the petitioner is guilty. A Branch Manager 
under whom the petitioner works cannot be thought as 
being a person not familiar with the handwriting and 
signature of petitioner. The Branch Manager is competent 
to prove those facts. There is no requirement of the material 
papers being sent to the forensic science laboratory for 
any opinion, which is only opinion evidence and which 
does not stand escalated to the “sole clinching evidence”. 
Apart from that there is also some implied admission from 
the petitioner indicating that he has had private borrowings 
and those borrowings were being concocted to fabricate 
a false case against him. This case of the petitioner is 
bound to be untrue. In that case there is no need of any 
signed challan being handed over by the customer/ 
complainants before the Cashier with whom the moneys 
are entrusted. The acquittal of the petitioner in Criminal 
Court is of no substance in as much as there proof beyond 
doubt is needed whereas in this case proof by the degree 
of preponderance of probability is enough to enter a 
finding of guilty. Here there is evidence with the quality of 
degree of more than preponderance of probability. There 
is no substance for the argument that there is no evidence, 
say legal evidence to warrant finding of guilty because 
what is required is any material which is logically probative 
to a prudent mind by which it may be led to the conclusion 
logically driven to be arrived at. In other words, there is no 
question of evidence being insufficient for a finding as to 
guilty. The only question is whether there is some 
evidence, say legal evidence under which a reasonable 
man may conclude that the petitioner is guilty in the 
absence of anything to show that he has not acted without 
any interestedness or bias. Therefore, the finding is also 
legal and justified. 
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ExJvO 17-04-1999 Enquiry Officer advising the 
petitioner to attend the enquiry 
on 05-05-1999 


16. The last question is whether the punishment is 
legal and justified. As held by the Supreme Court in a case 
of misappropriation for awarding the capital punishment 
of dismissal the misconduct should stand proved to the 
hilt. This is not the case where misconduct could not be 
found proved to the hilt on the evidence adduced. 
Therefore, according to me the punishment also does not 
call for interference. It is ordered accordingly. The 
petitioner is not entitled to any relief. 

17. The reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P.A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 19th November, 2010) 

A. N. JANARDANAN, Presiding Officer 

Witnesses Examined 

For tlie 1 st Party/Petitioner : W W1, Sri S. 

Immanuel 

For the 2nd Party/ : MW I, Sri K. 

Management Deivasigamani 

Documents marked 
On the side of the Petitioner 


Ex. No 

Date 

Description 

Ex.Wl 

16-10-1998 

Suspension Order VIG; 1600 

Ex.W2 

30-11-1998 

Charge Sheet 

Ex.W3 

05-05-1999 

Enquiry Proceedings on Charge 
Sheet dated 30-11-1998 

Ex.W4 

21-07-1999 

Enquiry Proceedings of enquiry 
held on 21-07-1999 

Ex.W5 

22-07-1999 

Enquiry Proceedings of enquiry 
held on 22-09-1999 

ExAV6 

07-02-1999 

Order passed in respect of 
suspension order dated 
16-10-1998 and charge sheet dated 
30-11-1998 

Ex.W7 

12-03-1999 

Letter from the 2nd Party to 1st 
Party 

Ex.W8 

24-12-2003 

Appellate Order passed in respect 
of Charge Sheet dated 30-11-1998 

Ex.W9 

16-07-2004 

Order passed in ID No. 1215 of 
2001 

Ex.W10 


CopyofthejudementinCC 1215/ 
2001 of 3rd Metropolitan 
Magistrate, Georgetown, 

Chennai-1 

On the Management’s side 

Ex.No 

Date 

Description 

ExJVU 

24-03-1999 

Petitioner’s reply to the Charge 
Sheet 


Ex. M3 

01-07-1999 

Enquiry Officer .idvising the 
petitioner to attend the enquiry 
on 21-07-1999 

Ex.M4 

21-08-1999 

Enquiry Officer posting the 
enquiry on 22-09- i 999 

Ex.M5 

22-09-1999 

Letter of the petition er 

Ex.M6 

30-09-1999 

Disciplinary Authority s letter to 
the petitioner’s representation 
datal 22-09-1999 

ExM7 

07*10-1999 

Letter of the petitioner 

ExM8 

29-10-1999 

Representation of the petitioner 

ExJV19 

19-11-1999 

Appellate Authority’s letter to the 
petitioner 

Ex.M10 

04-12-1999 

Letter of the petitioner 

Ex.Mll 

12-01-2000 

Letter with findings oi the Enquiry 
Officer forwarded to the petitioner 

ExM12 

28-01-2000 

Letter of the petitioner 

ExJvll3 

15-03-2000 

Appeal of the petitioner 

ExM14 

22-03-2005 

Order of the High Court of Madras 
in WP No. 9599 of2005 

ExJV115 

05-04-2005 

Petitioner’s representation 

ExJVll6 

26-04-2005 

Reply of the Appellate Authority 

Ex.M17 

06-03-1999 

Disciplinary Authority ordering 
enquiry 

Ex2vll8 

12-03-1999 

Disciplinary Authority again 
forwarding the charge.sheet to the 
petitioner as requested by the 
petitioner 

ExJV119 

05-05-1999 

Enquiry adjournment since the 
petitioner has not attended and 
the proceedings 

Ex.M20 

19-05-1999 

Petitioner attending the enquiry 
and the proceedings 

ExM21 

21-05-1999 

Enquiry Proceedings attended by 
the representative of the 
petitioner 

Ex.M22 

21-07-1999 

Enquiry Proceedings attended by 
the representative of the 
petitioner 

Ex.M23 

21-07-1999 

copy of the enquiry proceedings 
forw arded to the Petitioner 

Ex.M24 

22-09-1999 

Petitioner and his representative 
attended the enquiry and the 
proceedings 
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ExJVll5 

24-07-1999 

Presenting Officer submitting his 
written brief. 

Ex~M26 

22-09-1999 

Presenting Officer submitted his 
supplementary brief. 

Ex,M27 

2-11-1999 

Petitioner submitted the written 
brief. 

Ex.M28 

3-01-2000 

Enquiry Officer’s findings. 

FxM29 

7-02-2000 

Original order of dismissal issued 
to the petitioner. 

ExJvCO 

24-12-2003 

Order passed by the Appellate 
Authority. 

Ex_M3l 

9-10-1998 

Investigation Report with 
enclosures. 

ExM32 

23-10-1998 

Investigation Report with 
enclosures. 

ExJvt33 

- 

Pass Book of M/s. KSA Majeetha 
Banu SBA/cNo, 13377. 

Ex.M34 

11-09-1998 

Counterfoil for SB A/e No. 13377 
of KSA Majeetha Banu for 
Rs. 27,000. 

Ex.M35 

22-09-1998 

Credit challan for Rs. 27,000 for 
SBA/cNo. 13377. 

ExM36 

22-09-1998 

Counterfoil for Rs. 57,000 for SB 
A/cNo. 13377. 

Ex..M37 

20 10-1998 

Complaint in respect of account 
of KSA Majeetha Banu. 

Fx.M38 i 

Ex.M39 

6-11-1998 

Counterfoil and credit challan for 

SBA/cNo. 12373 standing in the 
name of V. M. Jummakhan. 

Ex.M40 

- 

Pass Book copy of V. M. 
Jummakhan. 

Ex.M41 

- 

Complaint by agent of Sri V. M. 
Jummakhan. 

Ex.M42 

6-1 i -1998 

Withdrawal of the complaint by 
the agent of Sri V. M. Jummakhan. 

Ex.M43 

22-09-1998 

Counterfoil for Rs. 11,100 lor SB 
A/c No. 16596 standing in the 
name of Sri D. Thangaraj. 

FxM44 

‘ 

SB Pass Book lor A/c No. 16596 
standing m the name of Sri D. 

Th.-mp ava ]. 

Ex.M45 

6- • 1 S''78 

Credo elsaiian lor Rs, \ 1,100 for 
SB A/c No 16596. 

Complaint of Si i D. Thangaraj. 

Cx.M46 

23-10-1998 

Ex_M47 

8-*0-5 998 

Counterfoil for Rs. 21,000 for SB 
A/c No, 19495 standing in the 
name of Hamcctha Banu. 

h\.M4X 


Pass Book for SB A/e No. 19495 


standing In filename oi Hameetha 

LnUil). 


ExA449 

16-10-1998 

Complaint in respect of account 
of Hameetha Banu. 

Ex.M50 

- 

Copy of Pass Book SB A/c No. 
18527 of A. Elumalai. 

Ex.M51 

8-10-1998 

Counterfoil for SB A/c No. 18527 
ofA. Elumalai forRs. 25,000. 

Ex.M52 

17-11-1998 

Copy of complaint of A. Elumalai. 

ExM53 

6-10-1998 

Counterfoil for Rs. 20,900 for SB 
A/c No. 17595 in the name of 
MAG Sheik Dawood. 

ExM54 

8-10-1998 

Credit challan for SB A/c No. 


17595 standing in the name of 
MAG Shaik Dawood for 
Rs. 20,900. 


Ex.M55 


SB Pass Book for A/cNo. 17595 
standing in the name of MAG 
Shaik Dawood. 

Ex.M56 

28-02-1994 

Earlier Charge Sheet issued to Sri 
Immanuel. 

ExM57 

27-06-1994 

Punishment Order issued to Sri 
Immanuel. 

Ex.M58 

14-11-1994 

Charge Sheet issued to Sri 
Immanuel. 

Ex.M59 

20-12-1994 

Punishment Order issued to Sri 
Immanuel.. 


24 2010 

^)T.3ir, 3091.—1947 ( 1947 
^5T 14) etft HKT 17 ^ 47^1 •I CU4.K ^ 

^ TNrai ftritorri sfk ^ #3, xt' 

trifle atftfifw A' sprite 

stferwsrc -rwieric ^ (tM wit 76/2009) 
y+lftlcfXjfr ^14 6H4-<K^t 22-11-2010 ^W<T 
Iran «ti I 

[ 7T. tier-12012/29/2009 - ^ 3TR( rib-11) ] 
7^71 fTTF, ~?F?7 3tf*J*>rct 

New Delhi, tlie 24tli November, 2010 

S.O. 3091.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No.76/ 
2009) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Chennai now as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial dispute between the employees in relation to the 
management of Indian Bank and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 22-11-2010. 

[ No. Lr 12012/29/2009-IR(B-TI)] 
RAMJESH SINGH, Desk Officer 


4649 Gl/10—27 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
CHENNAI 

Friday, the 19th November, 2010 
Present :A.N. Janardanan, Presiding Officer 


Industrial Dispute No.76/2009 

[Ifl the matter of the dispute fcur adjudication under 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2 (A) of 
Section 10 ofthe Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), 
between the Management of Indian Bank and their 
woikman) 

BETWEEN 

SriN.Govindarajan ., .1st Party/ 

Petitioner 

AND 


The Dy. General Manager, 

Indian Bank 

Circle Office, 5E/F, Jenny Plaza, 

3rd Floor, Bharathiar Salai 

Trichy-620001 ... 2nd Party/Respondent 

APPEARANCE: 


For the 1st Party/ 
Petitioner 

For the 2nd Party/ 
Management 


: Sri R. Someswaran, 
Authorized Representative 

: Sri S. Dhakshinamurthy, 
Authorized Representative. 

AWARD 


The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
its Order no. L-12012/29/2009-IR(B-II) dated 18-08-2009 
referred the following Industrial Dispute to this Tribunal 
for adjudication. 

The schedule mentioned in that order is: 


“Whether the action of the management of Indian 
Bank, Trichy in imposing the punishment of 
compulsory retirement to Sri N. Go vindarajan, Cashier 
at Manamelkudi Branch w.e.f. 4-11-2006 is justified 
or not? What relief, the workman is entitled?” 

2. After the receipt of Industrial Dispute, this 
Tribunal has numbered it as iD 76/2009. Pursuant to notice 
under RPAD both sides appeared through their Authorized 
Representatives and filed their claim, counter and rejoinder 
statement as the case may he. 

3. The Claim Statement averments briefly read as 
follows: 

The First Pasty who joined Indian Bank serv ice as 
Clerk m 1985 while working at Manamelkudi Branch in 
Tanjon* District with a last drawn monthly salary of 


Rs. 15,000 and odd was charged by Show Cause Notice 
dated 6-10-2004 alleging wrong credit being made as 
Rs. 938 instead of Rs. 9,381 remitted by Govt. Higher 
Secondary School towards LIC collection amount, which 
he failed to report as excess cash and retained it. On 

1- 12-2004 he denied the charge in his explanation. On 
5-08-2004 there was heavy rush involving 59 payments 
and 86 receipts with a total cash transaction of Rs. 19.65 
lakhs, apart from undertaking customer’s request for 
exchange of currmcy. The wrong posting is not intentional 
but was due to bad figure and unclear writing by the party. 
An Officer and the Ledger Clerk also had did the same 
mistake in the transactions in sequence. Only with Show 
Cause Notice he realized the mistake. To his memory there 
was a shortage of Rs. 57. At the fag aid of the day he 
remitted that amount from his pocket and got the daily 
account tallied. Two shortages put together the total 
shortage worked out to Rs. 8,500. He had enquired with 
the various customers for discrepancy on 5-08-2004. He 
recollected exchange of Rs. 8,500 on the day tendering Rs. 
100 denomination notes for Rs. 8,500 takmg Rs. 500 notes. 
It was from one Murugan who accepted die transaction 
and admitted that instead of 17 pieces of Rs. 500 Murugan 
had received 34 pieces which according to him he noticed 
the next day only mbafore. While so, due to his 
Father seriously falling ill had to be taken for treatment 
am) Father expired after 10 days. Murugan was constrained 
to spend that money. Hence he did not disclose the fact to 
the Bank. He thought that after arranging the money he 
could return it. He agreed to remit the money shortly. 
Enquiry was held following charge-sheet dated 10-01 -2006 
alleging misappropriation of Rs. 8,443. MW1, MW2 and 
MW3 were examined and MEX1 to MEX4 were marked on 
the Management’s side. DW1 to DW3 were examined in 
defence. To the enquiry report dated 6-08-2006 he 
submitted comments. On 25-10-2006, Compulsory 
Retirement with superannuation benefits was proposed 
as per Clause-6(C). There was personal hearing on 

2- 11-2006. Punishment was imposed on 4-11 -2006. Appeal 
dated 24-11 -2006 was dismissed on 22-07-2008. Punishment 
is illegal, unjustified in victimization under unfair labour 
practice. A dispassionate analysis of the sequence of 
events will make it dear that the case of the petitioner is 
consistent. A second investigation to find out whether 
petitioner was in possession of enough notes of Rs. 500 
denomination shows petitioner’s cast 1 as true. That the 
customer was being fixed as a scapegoat by the petitioner 
is ill-founded. Though petitioner ascertained from the 
customer the excess by the end of September, 2004 lie 
waited for him to remit the amount causing the delay to 
report to the Administration and reply to his Show Cause 
Notice. Only huge shortages are reported to the 
Administration as has been deposed by the Branch 
Manager. Hence the claim. 

4. Counter Statement contentions necessary lor the 
decision are as follows; 
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Shortage of moneys will have to be reported. Excess 
cash is to be brought to the notice and kept in Sundry 
Deposit. Petitioner had in writing admitted receipt of cash 
of Rs. 9,381 but was maintaining that he had no excess 
cash. On 02-12-2004 Bank refused to receive remittance of 
Rs. 8,500 allegedly as excess received from Petitioner/ 
Cashier offered by 2 persons. Thereupon, the same was 
remitted to the SB Account of Murugan. Only after Show 
Cause Notice dated 06-10-2004 petitioner came out with 
the story on 01-12-2004. The charges were held proved. 
Petitioner gave comments on the enquiry report. Show 
Cause Notice proposing punishment of Compulsory 
Retirement was issued to which petitioner gave a 
representation. On 04-11-2006 Compulsory Retirement 
order was passed. The same is only justified and legal and 
does not call for interference. He has commenced to receive 
his retiral benefits. It is only to be inferred that petitioner 
misappropriated excess cash. Petitioner’s story of excess 
payment to Murugan lacks credibility. He was proceeded 
against for failure to render account for the excess. 
Murugan had also withdrawn on 24-12-2004 the remitted 
sum of Rs. 8,500. Petitioner does not mention the date he 
approached Murugan after suspension. A dispassionate 
assessment of the events would go to show that when 
there was excess payment on 05-08-2004 petitioner had 
pocketed the amount and when questioned only he agreed 
to make good. Petitioner could have informed the Bank 
about excess payment without waiting till 01-12-2004. The 
shortfall, if any, also should have been reported. Bank 
lost confidence in the petitioner to retain him in service. 
The claim is to be rejected. 

5. The Rejoinder Statement contentions in a nut shell 
areas follows: 

In the confused and shocked state of mind the failure 
of the employee to precisely gauge how he handled the 
things could not be taken against him. The Management 
conclusion is one-sided, biased and prejudiced. There is 
no basis for loss of confidence on petitioner taking into 
account his long unblemished career. 

6. The evidence consists of the oral evidence of 
WW1 and Ex.Wl to Ex.W21 on the side of the petitioner 
and Ex.Ml to Ex.M6, with no oral evidence on the 
Respondent’s side. 

Points (i) and (ii) 

7. Heard both sides. Perused the documents, records 
and written submissions produced on behalf of the 
petitioner. The arguments on behalf of the petitioner 
advanced by his learned counsel are that (i) the wrong 
posting of Rs. 938 for Rs. 9,381 is not intentional. The 
discrepancies such as not informing the shortage of 
Rs. 57 to the Branch Manager on 05-08-2004 itself is due 
to the fact that the day viz, 05-08-2004 was with a hectic 
schedule involving 145 transactions to the tune of 


Rs. 19.65 lakhs. At the fag end petitioner could not locate 
the amount, he being tired. Being a meagre amount he 
made good it from his pocket Otherwise if he had reported 
the shortage he would have been in structed to thoroughly 
check again, which would be to his dismay and worry. 

(ii) recollecting the names of customers who had 
transacted with the branch on 05-08-2004 and the 
customers who exchanged notes from him after a gap of 
nearly two months has been explained by him in the 
enquiry, (iii) not informing the Management of the excess 
given to Murugan immediately after meeting him by end 
of September as against what is stated in Murugan’s letter 
to the bank dated 02-12-2004 that they met two days before 
02-12-2004 is for the fact that when Murugan came forward 
and admitted receipt of excess cash on 05-08-2004 
Administration was not accepting it. It was discredited as 
a whole. So much so if the petitioner had informed 
immediately also the Administration would have adopted 
the same stand. Petitioner’s drift was like that. The 
petitioner was under suspension also. Hence petitioner 
thought of informing the bank when Murugan comes to 
remit the amount. They had me* twice. First by end of 
September and other by December. This mistake is one 
committed unwittingly and unintentionally in the course 
of discharging of work. He has had put in 20 years of 
unblemished service. He may be reinstated. 

8. On behalf of the Respondent the learned counsel 
argued that the case of the petitioner is bound to be untrue. 
His purported case of payment of excess cash of Rs. 8,500 
does not tally with the alleged shortage of Rs. 57. Petitioner 
has two versions in his explanation to the Show Cause 
Notice.There is intentional committed by the petitioner. 
As against a sum of Rs. 9,381 actually received only 
Rs. 938 has been accounted. In Ex.M2 (series) the 
denomination shown is 100 x 94 pieces. It is strange to 
note that petitioner has been able to recollect regarding 
the various customers and persons who effected exchange 
of notes at his counter including Murugan who 
exchanging 100 Rupee notes allegedly received Rs. 8,500 
in. Rs. 500 denomination. Murugan could be found to have 
forged the signature in Ex. W6 which differs strikingly from 
his signatures as found at Pages 44—55 of Ex.M2 
(series)—Enquiry Proceedings. It shows that Murugan is 
bent on supporting petitioner. In fact petitioner instigated 
Murugan to support him. It is not known how Murugan 
could be aware of minute details as to bank transactions 
and dealings, regarding Sundry Accounts, etc. If at all 
there was excess or shortage both facts have to be reported 
to the Bank. There is no contingency under which an 
employee may dilute the practice and procedures. Even if 
the entry of Rs. 938 instead of Rs. 9,381 supervened due 
to bad figuring or unclear writing there is no reason why 
the excess of cash thereby occurred was not reported to 
the higher-up and kept undo' the Sundry Account. 
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9. That as on 05-08-2004 there was wrong credit of 
Rs. 938 as against Rs. 9,381 received at the Counter manned 
by the petitioner deposited by a School towards the L1C 
Subscription Collections. The denomination of the cash 
shows that Rs. 9,400 have been received. Still there can be 
unintentional credit of wrong entry of Rs. 938, In that case 
there is bound to be a balance amount with the petitioner 
amounting to Rs. 8,443. Petitioner’s case that on that date 
he happened to make an excess cash payment of Rs 8,500 
to one customer, Murugan by handing over 34 currency 
notes of denomination of Rs. 500 instead of 17 in exchange 
of the same amount in 100 Rupee denomination tendered 
by Murugan, the customer. It is on complaint of the wrong 
credit falling short of the actual amount sought to be 
deposited by the School authorities that die mistake came 
to light. Thereupon enquiry started and the petitioner was 
issued with a Show Cause Notice. 

10. Our present question is as against the two 
versions regarding the same occurrence which is 
reasonably probable. In other words whether die case of 
the petitioner is more probable or is the case of the 
Respondent Management which is more probable or 
whether both versions are equally probablein which case 
an order is to be passed in favour of the petitioner/worieman. 

11. Evidently, consequent to the wrong entry of 
Rs. 938 at against Rs. 9,381 at some successive stages 
also the same mistake has crept in at the hands of another 
Clerk and official which tire not intentional at all. In a wrong 
credit of Rs. 938 as against Rs. 9,381 it could only be a 
probable mistake even at the hands of the petitioner But 
what petitioner is being arraigned is why he did not report 
excess cash with him and retained it and misappropriated 
it himself. The defence taken by the petitioner with a story' 
of having made excess cash to one Murugan who 
exchanged Rs. 8,500 tendering the amount in 100 Rupee 
denominations but paying him in exc! ange widi 500 Rupee 
denominations in 34 pieces instead of 17 by mistake. Tin 
petitioner’s case is that he happened to issue 34 pieces 
instead of 17 which customer Murugan is shown to 
approve and accept and has offered himself to credit back 
llit excess received. But he was determined to defer 
remittance to some lata 1 point of time since he had spent 
out the amour.-: in connection with his father’s illness who 
eventually succumbed to it When one receives a bundle 
of currency notes it is quite strange to believe that he left 
the counter without actually being, at least prima facie 
satisfied as to the correctnes - cf the amount paid and 
received. Though it is n- t a totally improbable human 
conduct, the facts and circumstances under which and 
the manner in which they are sought to be explained away 
are seldom apt to repose confidence upon the versions. 
Petitioner’s explanation for the mistake is not at all 
convincing or reliable. Ther e cannot be read any substance 
in his claim that due to confusion and shock he failed to 
precisely gauge how he handled the things before the 


Management and that such failure shall not be reckoned 
against him. Petitioner has had sufficient time to get 
relieved of the panic of the mistake by the time he has had 
to explain for the wrong. For the various indifferent 
conducts and acts of the petitioner his explanations given 
are not at all plausible. The Management has been right in 
discrediting his versions in the explanation. It renders die 
story of excess payment to Murugan totally un-credible. 
Petitioner failed to render account of the execs'-'. I f his plea 
were genuine he could have done everything in the 
straightjacket manner without resorting to pr«n odures and 
practices out of the way. He does not mention the date 
when he approached Murugan. This i>. not at all a 
believable version. It is against die normal course o f natural 
events. Again it is against the normal course of human 
conduct. In these circumstances it is only lawful for the 
Management to have presumed that petitioner 
appropriated to himself the excess cash and when he was 
questioned by the bank only he was ready to make good 
the shortage. Petitioner could have informed the Bank 
about excess payment without having had to wait till 
01-12-2004 The shortfall. O'any also could have been 
reported to the Bank. It has ’xvn held by the High Court 
of Madras in MANAGE MEN' 5 . OF CATHOLIC SYRIAN 
BANK LTD. VS. INDUS!RMLTRIPl.INAL, MADRAS- 
104 AND ANOTHER 11 999-2 -LU-194 ) that *‘ award of 
reinstatement and back wages to workman who did not 
maintain minimum standard of integrity would amount to 
rewarding fraudulent and dishonest conduct and would 
be mocking at the integrity and honesty of majority of 
workmen”, 

12. As against the tw r o broad probabilities, the 
probability of the case of the Management being true, 
which is in the higher degree than that of the petitioner is 
on the upper side. This is not a casein which both versions 
are with equal probabilities in which case a decision may 
till in favour of the petitioner in view of the fact that the 
statute is to be read as a benevolent legislation in favour 
of the petitioner. Therefore, ii is only to be held that the 
petitioner is guilty of the charges and the finding rendered 
against him does not suffer from any flaw, illegality, 
perversity or impropriety. The same is upheld. The 
punishment also does not call for any interference. The 
petitioner is therefore not entitled to any relief 

14. In the result the petitioner is no! entitled to any 
relief. Thus the reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the PA. transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 19lh November, 2019} 

A. N 1ANARDAMAN, Presiding Officer 

Witnesses Examined 

For the 1 st Party/Petitioner W VV1, Sri N. Govindaraj an 

For the 2nd Party/ None 

Management 
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Documents marked 
On the side of the Petitioner 


Ex. No 

Date 

Description 

Ex.Wl 

23-09-2004 

Letter from N. Govindarajan to the 
Circle Head, Thanjavur 

Ex.W2 

06-10-2004 

Show Cause Notice from Circle 
Office, Thanjavur addressed to Sri 
N. Govindarajan 

Ex.W3 

01-12-2004 

Reply given by N. Govindarajan 
to the Circle Head & Disciplinary 
Authority, Thanjavur 

Ex.W4 

10-01-2006 

Circle Office, Thanjavur letter 
drawing the charges and 
appointing the Enquiry Officer 

Ex.W5 

06-12-2004 

Manamelkudi Branch letter 
addressed to Circle Office, 
Thanjavur 

Ex.W6 

02-12-2004 

Letter from Murugan, a customer 
of the branch addressed to the 
Manager, Manamelkudi Branch 

Ex.W7 

02-12-2004 

Bank Challan for having remitted 
the amount into his SB Account 
by Murugan 

Ex.W8 

25-11-2005 

letter from K.M. Muthusamy, 
Manager, Pattukottai addressed to 
the Deputy General Manager, 
Circle Head, Thanjavur 

Ex.W9 

25-11-2005 

Letter from Murugan 

EX.W10 

03-08-2004 

Cash Balance Closing 

Ex.Wll 

17-07-2006 

Written brief of the Presenting 
Officer 

Ex.W12 

03-08-2006 

Defence Summing up by the 
Defence Representative 

Ex.W13 

30-08-2006 

Findings of the Enquiry Officer 

ExW14 

16-09-2006 

Comments upon the Enquiry 
Officer’s findings by N. 
Govindarajan 

Ex.\V15 

25-10-2006 

Letter from the Asstt. General 
Manager/Disciplinary Authority 
proposing the punishment 

EX.W16 

02-11-2006 

Reply given by N. Govindarajan 
against the proposed punishment 

Ex.W17 

04-11-2006 

Letter from the Asstt. General 
Manager/Disciplinary Authority 
confirming the punishment 

EX.W18 

24.11-2006 

Appeal preferred by N. 
Govindarajan against the 
punishment 


Ex.W19 

22-07-2008 

Orders of the Appellate Authority 
in the appeal preferred by N. 
Govindarajan confirming the 
punishment. 

Ex.W20 

19-08-2008 

Appeal under Section-2(A) to the 
Asstt. Labour Commissioner by 
SriN. Govindarajan 

Ex.W21 

09-01-2009 

Rejoinder to the reply given by 
the Indian Bank Management by 
Sri N. Govindarajan 

On the side of the Management 

Ex. No. 

Date 

Description 

Exjvn 

10-01-2006 

Charge Sheet issued to Sri N. 
Govindarajan 

Ex_M2 

30-01-2006 

Departmental Enquiry Proceed¬ 

(Series) 

22-05-2006 

ings conducted against Sri N. 


19-06-2006 

Govindarajan and documents 


20-06-2006 

marked therein 


18-09-2004 

MEX-1—a letter by Branch 
Manager, Manamelkudi Branch to 
Circle Head, COiThanjavur 


01-10-2004 

Investigation Report of N. 
Vaitheeswaran, Manager, 

Thanjavur Junction Branch and 
annexures therein 


06-12-2004 

MEX 3—letter by Branch 
Manager, Manamelkudi Branch to 
Circle Head, Circle Officer, 
Thanjavur and annexures therein 


23-09-2004 

Letter given by Sri N. 
Govindarajan to Circle Head, 
Circle Officer, Thanjavur. 

ExM3 

25-11-2005 

DEX-4 — Sri Muthusamy’s report 
alongwith annexures 

ExM4 

08-09-2008 

Reply given to Assistant 
Commissioner of Labour(Central), 
Madurai. 

ExJVlS 

12-03-2009 

Additional reply given to 
Assistant Commissioner of 
Labour(Central), Madurai. 

.Ex.M6 

04-08-2005 

Statement of Account of N. 


To 

12-10-2007 

Govindarajan. 


24 2010 

cf5T.3tT. 3092 .— 1947 ( 1947 
14) ^ 17 ^ 3r^r j i 4, qwt srfa 

fcffri&S ^ WM? ^ ^ '3^ 
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mm w (tMtpoti 01 / 2010 ) 

*Et » g hlPvid 4Rdl 4' ^ WhK 47t 18-11-2010^1 TO 
£371 *71 I 

[U TO"12011/33/2008-311$ 37I7(*t- 1) ] 

177?, ^737 sifted 

New Delhi, the24th November, 2010 

S.O. 3092. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (ID No. 01/10) 
of the Industrial Iribunal-cum-Labour Court, Ajmer now 
as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial dispute between 
the management of the Bank of Rajasthan Ltd. then- 
workman, received by the Central Government on 
18-11-2010. 

[No. L-12011/33/2008-IR (B-I)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 

«nr 3 t^t 

MldlflH sifted : W TO 

TOT*'! 7R53T-7Tt.371$.3t.3TR-01/2010 

mm 37T 3. TO~12011 /33/2008 -371$3TR( 3t-1) 

1^18-11-08 

*H7ei ^ 71 ^ 17*33 

Ttprnfa ^fwr (trwi), 

dst, 

tel (tt?.) —STMt/^tte 

33 m 

^ sm jm *to Mz&s, 

3/tL 4wfl Tte, 3 rd rited ^ ttito, 

tej7-342003 — srcndf 

3n«ff 3>t 37ft d : St PtKMciKrl 3?T«ff mi 3*71 

flt T fr T TTc3 df33T 37fte3T- 
nfWi 

4 sfa^i ^r< T T I f, 

3lf33TOI-3fcrf¥ri 

tte? 28-10-2010 


1. 3% 7T737T7 3ft 37*7 d?7T 3t 3#l#j 

fte W&t dfTO f3RT( 331 $■ :— 

“Whetherthe workman Shri Kishanlal worked 656 
hours beyond his normal working hour’s w.e.f. 4-10- 
04 to 20-2-06 and entitle to receive the overtime 
payment from the management of the Bank of 
Rajasthan Ltd. as per the bi-partite settlement 
between the Indian Bank Association and the 
workman unions in Bank’s industry?” 

2. 333tM7t7T^3 -3I3TO3 3ft 3131 37 ?d f3731 

trtt to to 3d dtfo? 3rrd tor 331 1 dtfor 373^1 ?t 

*11 d 3 i 3K 31*11 d 3TP5T TO 3TR13 3>1 31*t3T33 1 t?f 

13371 i % 3? TO WH 3d 1331 feft TTtf d f^l 37*31 
3I?<TT $ I 3TOT*Tf TO 3ft 3 3TM *sft 37t3fW TO 9ft 
71'ifRIM, TO337 ^37 aTfa 71373H #3^7 d 3D«ff $ 

TfTO 3T*f31TO 37 ftet 33H7 3ft STOffi 3?f #TT 
f373T I 37TO 3T3f*ff TO 3 ft 3Tt7 d 5Tl atf^TT *§3R 3*f 
3?fte3ld Mt 37331 33»leRHRl 3^fl3rqT 3^7 afafw 
33337 arareff ^37 3 ft IVHHsrt 13731 I 

3. dd 3I*f3133 37 -333 37t ^31 3^ 33T3eft 37T 

«3H^37 333 f373T I 3mH ^ ^33 3T43FT3 T^' 3TCTRff 3ft 
^3Flf% 3ft ^ 3<T $ W 337T3 35t apri ^Rt Vm 

37T SflNfq yfllfl 3FT ?T3T t 3R37 TIT^TT 33 3Tm 3T 37T T3T37R 
3R 3t-fe^ 3T3I^ MTttcf f373T ^T3T ^cf imttT ?13T t I 
373: 13^3 3731^ xnrfteT f373T 3fT3T t I 

-: 3ftK7T-373I^ :- 

^ ^737R m WeFT 37t 37R V 13313 33 
BtR IRT U37R ri f33T ^3RfT t f3/' 3T3f P-H^!3elM "gRT 733 ^ 
^7T3TeT3 3Mf733 Ft3R ^R WR3 33 f3f[ 3713 37t 37T^3T 
37t t I^RT 37 3T3T3! TO 3t 3f?rf¥3 3^ rit 3ft' 
t I 373: V37T3 A' “37T$ f33K 3Ff” 373T# Rife 13731 
31131 ^ I 

333 33 ^3T3T3T?T 

3$fgevft, 24 33T37, 2010 

W.37T. 3093.—3ftrilf337f33K 37^333, 1947 (1947 
37T 14) 37t 3R1 17 3t 37^373 3, ^3 7T737R 3t 
5^37 3R33t %. 37 33333 ^ W 5 13313^1' ^7 33^ 
47^3)171 ^ 3t3, 3T33*1 if 1 =fe 4rilfTO 133K ^ 

77737R aHritPl37 3Tf*t37R3, ^ 3313 (TTg^ 7P§qi 

122/2005 ) 37t 337lf^ 377m t ^1 ^t3 7R37R 37t 18 -11-2010 
37t 3F3 3T I 

[77. TO-17012/8/2005-33$ 3TR(3t-I)] 
7% fRJ, 3f^T3lrtt 
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New Delhi, the 24th November, 2010 

S.O. 3093.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No.122/ 
2005) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Jabalpur as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial dispute between the management of The New 
India Assurance Company Ltd. and their workman, received 
by the Central Government on 18-11-2010. 

[ No. L~17012/8/2005-IR(B-I)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIALTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
JABALPUR 

No. CGIT/LC/R/122/2005 

Presiding Officer: Shri Mohd. Shakir Hasan 

The General Secretary, 

SC/ST/OBC Karmchari Kalyan Parishad, 

9, SanwerRoad, Ujjain 

... WoikmanAJnion 

Versus 

The Divisional Manager, 

The New India Assurance Company Ltd., 

Divisional Office, Freeganj, Ujjain. 

...Management 

AWARD 

Passed on this 8th day of November, 2010 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour vide 
its Notification No. L-17012/8/2005-IR(B-I) dated 
24-10-2005 has referred the following dispute for 
adjudication by this tribunal :- 

“Whether the action of the management of 

Divisional Manager, the New India Assurance Co. 

Ltd. in terminating the services of Shri Man Singh 

Mimrot w.e.f. 13-1-04 is justified ? If not, to what 

relief the workman is entitled for ?” 

2. The case of the Union/workman in short is that 
the workman was engaged on casual basis @ Rs. 30 
against permanent work of a peon by the Divisional 
Manager Shri GC.S. Bajaj in Sept., 2000. The wages 
subsequently enhanced time to time and lastly he was on 
the wages of Rs. 50 per day. He was transferred from 
Divisional Office to Branch Office Freeganj, Ujjain in 
October, 2001. It is stated that he was regular except week 
and bank holidays. He had worked more than 240 days 
every year since Sept., 2000 but he was terminated on 13- 
1-2004 without any notice or without payment of 


compensation as he has been provided under Section 25F 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (in short IJD. Act, 
1947). He had worked more than 240 days in a year as 
provided under Section 25 (B) of the l.D. Act, 1947. It is 
alleged that the management has engaged other daily 
wages worker and the workman became unemployed. It is 
submitted that the workman be reinstated with back wages 
and cost of the proceeding. 

3. The management appeared in the reference on 
20-7-2006 by filing vakalatnama through lawyer.Thereafter 
the management did not file any Written Statement inspite 
of sufficient time granted to him. Though subsequent 
notice was also sent through registered post. The 
management became continuously absent. Lastly the 
reference is proceeded ex parte against the management 
on21-12-2009. 

4. The point for issues are as follows :- 

L Whether the action of the management in 
terminating the services of Shri Man Singh 
Mimrot w.e.f. 13-1-2004 is justified? 

H. To what relief, the workman is entitled ? 

5. Issue No. I 

To prove the case, the workman has adduced oral 
and documentary evidence. The workman Shri Man Singh 
Mimrot is examined in the case. He has supported his 
case. He has stated that he was engaged as daily wages 
worker on 10-9-2000 at Divisional Office, Bratpun Ujjain. 
Thereafter he worked at Branch Office, Freeganj, Ujjain 
from October, 2001 to 13-1-2004 on account of creating 
vacancy on the death of one Ram Babu, Peon. The 
workman has filed few payment receipts which are paper 
Nos. P-1 to P-47. These are filed to show that he was 
engaged by the management. His evidence in unrebutted. 
There is no reason to disbelieve the evidence of the 
workman. Admittedly there is no evidence on record that 
before disengagement any notice or compensation was 
paid. This clearly shows that the action of the management 
was not justified. Accordingly this issue is decided. 

6. Issue No. n 

On the basis of discussion made above, it is clear 
that his termination was not justified. The management is 
directed to reinstate the workman with full back wages 
from the date of termination.The reference is thus 
answered. 

7. In the result, the award is passed without any 
order to costs. 

8. Let the copies of the award be sent to the 
Government of India, Ministry of Labour & Employment 
as per rules. 

MOHD. SHAKIR HASAN, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 24th November, 2010 

S.O. 3094.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 67/2003) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Hyderabad now as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employees in relation 
to the management of Dena Bank and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
15-11-2010. 

[No. L-12012/240/1996-IR (B-II) Pt] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT AT 
HYDERABAD 

PRESENT: Shri VED PRAKASH GAUR, Presiding 
Officer 

Dated the 1st day of October, 2010 

Industrial Dispute No. 67/2003 

BETWEEN 

Die General Secretaiy, 

Dena Bank Employees’ Union, 

C/o Dena Bank, Bank Street, 

Hyderabad - 500001 .... Petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager (Personnel), 

Dena Bank, 

Head Office, Maker Tower ‘ E’, 

Cuffe Parade, Coloba, 

Mumbai - 400 005 .... Respondent 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Petitioner : Authorised representative. 

For the Respondent : Authorised representative. 


AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by its 
Order No. M2012/240/96-IR (B-II) dated 9-6-2003 referred 
the following dispute under section 10 (1) (d) of the I.D. 
Act, 1947 to this Tribunal for adjudication of the dispute 
between die management of Dena Bank and their workman. 
The term of reference is as under 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the demand of the Dena Bank Employees’ 
Union, Hyderabad for erapanelment for absorption 
in future vacancies in respect of Sh. Shiva Kumar, 
Casual Peon of Dena Bank, Sharashabad Branch is 
justified? If not, what relief the affected workman is 
entitled ?” 

The reference is numbered in this Tribunal as I.D. 
No. 67/2003 and notices were issued to the parties. 

2. The Petitioner union has filed claim statement 
stating therein that the employee was working in the Bank 
from 1988 as budlee on consolidated wage and on temporary 
basis from 1990 continuously. Union has regularly taking 
up the matter of regularization of Sri K. Shiva Kumar in 
view of his long service in the structural meeting of the 
bank. The workman demanded enhanced wages and 
Regional Manager instructed for payment of the wages 
from 1990 to 1999 which has not been paid as yet. The 
workman’s name was listed in the settlement dated 
25-9-1992 which was entered into between the union and 
the bank management. Several juniors to the Petitioner 
workman are working in the bank, he was terminated from 
the bank illegally and unjustifiably, as such, he be ordered 
to be absorbed in future vacancy. 

3. Management has filed counter statement stating 
that Sri K. Shiva Kumar has no locus standi, he is not a 
member of Dena Bank Employees Union which is being 
corroborated by the order dated 30-4-2003 of the Hon’ble 
High Court of A.P., passed in WP No.532/1999. It is alleged 
that Sri K. Shiva Kumar has been working in the bank 
from 1988 onwards as budlee. Sri K. Shiva Kumar was 
engaged at the Shamshabad branch only intermittently 
for few days during the year 1990. This fact was admitted 
by him. A copy of which is being annexed as A3. He filed a 
writ petition No. 24051/2001 and W. P. No. 30392/2001 in 
which Hon’ble High Court of A.P. passed order dated 
22-11-2001 that if the workman is working as casual worker 
as on that date he shall be allowed to work as casual labour 
except in case of regularly selected candidates are 
appointed. Petitioner filed a contempt case No. 292/2002 
before the Hon’ble High Court of A. P. to direct the 
Respondent to continue the Petitioner in services which 
was dismissed by Hon’ble High Court of A. P., vide order 
dated 21-8-2002. Petitioner again filed WP 16X23/2002 fora 
direction to engage him in preference to Sri K. Bhaskar 
which was disposed off vide direction dated 20-11-2002 to 
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engage the Petitioner as budlee worker in place of 
Sri K. Bhaskar. Aggrieved with die decision and order of 
the Hon’ble Single Judge. Writ Appeal was filed which was 
disposed off vide order dated 30-4-2003 wherein the 
Hon’ble High Court ofA.P., has held that “Sri K. Bhaskar 
was not engaged as such there was no question of issuing 
any direction for the Petitioner workman to be engaged in 
place of Sri K. Bhaskar, die only direction could be issued 
in facts and circumstances would be that in the eventuality 
of die bank intending to engage any casual worker for the 
work which was being performed by the Petitioner to the 
bank, the bank is obliged to follow the principles of 
seniority and offer die work to the casual worker according 
to the seniority and if the Petitioner is found to be 
seniormost he could be given the offer first and in the 
event of his not joining, the offer may be given to the 
juniors.’’ It has further been sumbitted that no junior 
budlee has been engaged at Shamshabad branch as such, 
Petitioner workman can not claim relief. The claim petition 
deserves to be dismissed. 

4. Both the parties have filed dieir evidence. 

5. Petitioner workman has filed his affidavit as 
evidence in chief and has appeared for cross examination 
and has been cross examined at length. He has produced 
WW2 Sri D. Venugopal, Computer Operator of 
Shamshabad branch of the management bank and Sri R. 
Prakash Rao, as WW3 Cashier-cum-Clerk of Shamshabad 
branch. Petitioner has filed xerox copy of letter dated 
28-2-2000 Ex. Wl, xerox copy of the letter of Branch 
Manager to Dena Bank Regional Office addressed to 
Branch Manager, Dena Bank Shamshabad Ex.W2, letter 
from Shamshabad branch asking for clarification dated 
2-5-2000 Ex.W3, xerox copy of minutes of structural meeting 
dated 17-10-2000 between bank management and 
representatives of the workers union Ex.W4, Minutes of 
discussion held on 28-9-2002 between All India Dena 
Bank Employees Coordination Committee and Dena 
Bank Management Ex. W5 Dena bank Regional Office letter 
dated 28-11-2000 addressed to Chief/Senior/Branch 
Manager of all the branches Ex.W6, another letter of 
Regional Office dated 24-2-2001 addressed to Branch 
Manager regarding paymant of consolidated wage of 
Sri K. Shiva Kumar Ex.W7, Copy of the order of Hon’ble 
High Court of A. P. in WA 174/2003 between Dena Bank 
and Sri K, Shiva Kumar dated 3 0-4-2003 Ex.W8, letter to the 
DGM, head office Mumbai sending filenames of employees 
who have worked for more than 240 days letter dated 
5-2-1997 wherein name of Sri K. Shiva Kumar also find 
place Ex.W9, letter of Bank Regional Office to Branch 
Manager dated 20-11-96 Ex. Wl 0, Regional Office letter to 
Shamshabad branch dated 11-9-97 Ex.W 11, Bank 
employees union letter to the General Manager dated 
8-9-2003 for implementing order of Hon’ble High Court of 
A. P. Ex.W-12 and Regional Office letter dated 30-10-2001 
to Branch Manager regarding engagement of unauthorized 
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budless and calling for the explanation of the Branch 
Manager that how he has engaged budlees in the breach 
of instruction o f the Regional Office, Ex.W 13. 

6. Respondent has also filed copy of representation 
of Sri K. Shiva Kumar dated 3-10-2002 which has been 
marked as Ex.Ml and filed affidavit of Sri V.A.R. Sharma, 
Branch Manager of Shamshabad branch (Rtd.) and also 
produced him for cross examination as MW1. Respondent 
has filed affidavit of Sri Raghunath N. Sharma, Chief 
Manager, Dena Bank as MW2 and have filed copy of the 
judgement of the Hon’ble High Court ofA.P., in WP No. 
532/99 dated 30-4-2003, annexure 1 directing the 
Respondent to refer the dispute in accordance with the 
law. The copy of the reference annexure 2, copy of 
representation of Sri K. Shiva Kumar dated 3-10-2002 
annexure 3, copy of file order of Hon’ble High Court of 
A.P. Hyderabad in WPMP No. 30392/2001 dated 22-11-2001 
between Sri K. Shiva Kumar and management of Dena 
Bank annexure-4 (A), copy of the judgement passed in WP 
No. 24051/2001 in between Sri K. Shiva Kumar and bank 
management dated 30-4-2003 confirming the interim order 
i.e., Petitioner workman as casual labour he should be 
continued as such, annexure 4 (b). Copy of the order dated 
21-8-2002 in contempt case No. 292/2002 between 
Sri K. Shiva Kumar and bank management which was 
dismissed annexure-5, copy of order dated 30-4-2003 in 
WA No. 174/2003 between Dena Bank and Sri K. Shiva 
Kumar directing that if any vacancy of casual labour exists 
and Respondent management is intended to employ any 
casual labour then looking to the seniority of the workman 
Sri K. Shiva Kumar should be preferred for appointment as 
casual mazdoor annexure-6, copy of the order dated 
20-11-2002 to engage the Petitioner in place of Sri D. 
Bhaskar. 

7. I have heard learned counsels for both sides. 
Workman has filed written arguments as well. I have gone 
through the written arguments and oral arguments. It has 
been argued by the Learned Representative of the workman 
union that there is order of Hon’ble High Court of A. P. to 
engage the Petitioner in future vacancy as and when file 
vacancy for the post of budlee sipoy or casual mazdoor is 
available in the office of the Branch Manager, Shamshabad, 
as such the Petitioner is entitled for file appointment in the 
future vacancy. It has further been contended by him that 
Sri K. Shiva Kumar was working as a budlee he was ordered 
to be paid arrears but he was not paid the arrears of wage 
the management has produced a retired employee of the 
bank. Moreover, there is direction of Hon’ble High Court 
of A. P. Hyderabad that if file Petitioner is working as casual 
labour he shall be allowed to be coninued as such there is 
ample documentary evidence before this tribunal to prove 
that Sri K. Shiva Kumar was terminated at the end of 
Novermber, 2001. Another Petitioner Sri K. Muthaiah is 
still in the service as per direction of Hon’ble High Court 
of A. P. Petitioner representative had contended that a 
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Commissioner be appointed to visit bank Jamia Osmania, 
R. P. Road, Secunderabad branch to find out the fact 
whether juniors to Sri K. Shiva Kumar are continuing in 
the service or not. The bank has disobeyed the superiors 
orders to pay the wages, the bank has become autonomous 
7 years back as such, it does not required any sanction 
for recruitment. All the temporary personnel i.e., Drivers of 
the executives of the bank have been taken for 
recruitment in October, 2009. Many budlee employees are 
working continuously in the bank just to mislead the court, 
it was stated that Sri Bhaskar is discontinued from the 
services. It should be verified by the court. Thus, the 
Petitioner deserves to be ordered for absorption in the 
bank as budlee. I have considered this argument of 
Learned Representative of the workman and I have gone 
through the file. 

8. Following points have to be considered in this 
case, inthelight of reference received from Government of 
India: 

(I) “Whether the demand of Dena Bank Employees 
Union for empanelment for absorption in future 
vacancies in respect of Sri K. Shiva Kumar, casual 
peon of Dena Bank is justified? 

(II) If so, what relief the affected workman is 
entitled?” 

9. Point No. (1): 

Workman union and Respondent management both 
have filed their written claim statements, from which some 
facts are undisputed that Sri K. Shiva Kumar has worked 
as budlee in Dena Bank. It is also undisputed between 
the parties that the Petitioner’s services v/ere terminated in 
the year 2001. It is also undisputed that after termination 
from the services Petitioner filed WP No. 532/1999, that his 
dispute was not referred to Government of India for 
adjudication. This writ was filed by Sri K. Shiva Kumar 
alone and not by the employees union. Petitioner filed WP 
No. 30392/2001 along with Sn K. Mutiiuiab and Employees 
Union of Dena Bank which was disposed off by order 
dated 22-11-2001 directing the Respondent management 
that if Petitioner is working as casual labour as on today 
he shall be allowed to continue as casual labour except in 
case of regularly selected candidates. It is also undisputed 
that the Petitioner workman filed in WP No. 24051/2001 
along with Sri K. Muthaiah and Employees Union against 
Dena Bank management for declaring the action of 
Respondent in not regularizing the sen- ices of the workman 
as illegal. At that stage it was held by Hon’hie High Court 
of A.P., that Petitioner Sri K. Shiva Kumar is not continuing 
in services while Petitioner’s co-worker Sri K. Muthaiah is 
working and being continued as casual labour and this 
WP finally disposed off with a direction that if Sri K. 
Shiva Kumar is continuing or Petitioners are continuing as 
casual labour they will be allowed to continue. Another 


writ was filed by Sri K. Shiva Kumar that management has 
appointed one Sri Bhaskar and has not engaged the 
Petitioner even after the order of Hon’ble High Court of 
A. P., as such, contempt proceeding be initiated against 
management. This claim petition was contested by 
Respondent management and they stated that no 
person named as Sri K. Bhaskar Rao is working in the 
Shamshabad Branch of the Respondent. The Petitioner 
was not able to prove that Sri K. Bhaskar Rao was working 
in the Respondent bank, hence his contempt petition was 
dismissed by the order dated 30-4-2003, it lias been held 
by Hon’ble High Court that since Sri Bhaskara Rao is not 
working in the office of the management no direction can 
be given to engage the Petitioner Sn K. Slnva Kumar in 
place of Sri Bhaskara Rao, “the only direction which could 
be issued in the facts and circumstances would be that if 
any casual worker for the work which was being performed 
by the wnt Petitioner, is to be engaged. The bank was 
obliged to follow the principle of senionty and offer the 
work to casual worker according to seniority and in the 
case the writ Petitioner was senior he should be given the 
offer first and in the event of Iris not joining the offer may 
be given to the juniors.” This is final order of the Hon’ble 
High Court of A. P., Hyderabad. Noneof the panics to this 
petition are claiming that they have challenged this order 
of the Hon’ble High Court. Thus, the matter stood as such 
that the Hon’hie High Court has directed on 30-4-2003 that 
if bank intend to engage any casual worker for the work 
which was being performed by the writ Petitioner and if 
Petitioner is found to be theseniormost he shall be offered 
such post first and in the event of his not joining such 
post of budlee can be offered to another person as per 
seniority. 

10. In the light of the above direction of the Hon’ble 
High Court, now it is the duty of the Petitioner to prove 
two material facts that there existed any post of casual 
worker/budlee and bench intends to engage some casual 
labour and the Petitioner workman is the seniomiost 
person who is eligible to gel such post or get the 
appointment of that post. However, Petitioner has not 
placed any such material before this tribunal that any 
vacancy is available or the bank lias intended to appoint 
any casual labour or appointed any third person in the 
place of Petitioner as budlee after the termination of the 
Petitioner from the bank’s services. In absence of this 
material fact or any piece of document brought before 
this tribunal it can not be said that the bank management 
has appointed any third person as budlee/casual worker 
on the post or the place where Petitioner workman was 
working. The Petitioner has not even submitted this fact 
in his claim statement that any other person lias been 
appointed by the management on the post which was 
held by the Petitioner before his termination. By mere 
asking this tribunal to appoint a commissioner to visit the 
bank’s branch and verify who is the person working there 
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through the written argument, the Petitioner can not claim 
that third person is working in the place where the Petitioner 
was working. 

11. Moreover, it was the duty of the workman 
Sri K. Shiva Kumar or on his behalf the Employees Union 
to move to this court at earlier occasion either through a 
memo or through an I. A. for appointing a Commissioner 
to enquire whether any person is working in place of 
Petitioner or not. Not only that it is the duty and 
responsibility of the Petitioner to disclose before this 
tribunal as to who is that person who has been appointed 
by the management in the place of the Petitioner, because 
without disclosing the name of the person who is working 
in the place of the Petitioner by mere the appointment of 
Commissioner this tribunal will not be able to find out who 
has been appointed by the management in place of the 
Petitioner, Respondent has submitted in their claim 
statement that several budlees were continuing in the job. 
thus, it would be difficult to ascertain who is that person 
who has been appointed after the Petitioner. It was the 
duty of the Petitioner to disclose before this tribunal the 
name of the person who was appointed by bank after 
termination of workman. The mere submission of the 
Petitioner’s representative that some one is working in the 
place of the Petitioner can not be accepted to be true 
version. Petitioner has filed as many as 13 documents 
almost all of them relates back to the period when the 
Petitioner was working with the bank management which 
have no relevance in deciding the present dispute between 
the parties, because the earlier position has already beat 
settled between the parties by Hon’ble High Court of 
A. P. The only question is whether the management is 
surpassing the direction of the Hon’ble High Court or not. 
For that the Petitioner is bound to bring the material fact 
and documents to prove that there existed vacancy after 
the order of Hon’ble High Court passed on 30-4-2003 and 
that place should have been given to the Petitioner, 
secondly it was also the duty of the Petitioner to prove 
that he was the senior most disengaged employee-of the 
bank. As ordered by the Hon’ble High Court that if the 
Petitioner is found to be the seniormost then only the 
position will be offered to him. This material fact has also 
not been disclosed by the Petitioner either himself or 
through the union nor he has brought any such material 
before this tribunal to prove that he is the seniormost 
disengaged employee of the bank management. In light of 
absence of these two material facts and documents or 
material in support of these facts this tribunal is of the 
opinion that the demand of the Dena Bank Employees 
Union, Hyderabad for absorption in furture vacancy in 
respect of Sri K. Shiva Kumar, Casual Peon of Dena Bank is 
not justified. Reference itself is vague and it is against the 
spirit of the direction of Uie Hon’ble High Court of A. R, 
Hyderabad. Point No. (I) is decided accordingly. 


12. Point No. (II): 

While deciding the first question this tribunal is of 
the opinion that demand of the Dena Bank Employees 
Union is unjustified, no relief can be granted to the workman 
and deserves to be rejected. Point No. (II) is decided 
accordingly. Hence, this award. 

Award passed accordingly. Transmit. 

Dictated to Smt P. Phani Gowri, Personal Assistant 
transcribed by her corrected by me on this the 1st day of 
October, 2010. 

VEDPRAKASHGAUR, Presiding Officer 

Appendix of evidence 

Witnesses examined for the Petitioner 
WW1: Sri K. Shiva Kumar 
WW2: Sri D. Venu Gopal 
WW3: Sri R. Prakash Rao 

Witnesses examined for the Respondent 

MW1; Sri VAR Sanaa 

MW2: Sri RaghunathN. Sharma 

Documents marked for the Petitioner 

Ex.Wl: Copy of repres entation of WW 1 for payment 

of arrears dt. 28-2-2000. 

Ex.W2: Copy of lr. to Manager b> DGM for 

payment of consolidated wages to WW1 
dt 27-10-2000. 

Ex.W3: Copy of lr. from Shamshabad branch to 

Regional office reg. payment of consolidated 
wages to WW1 dt 2-5-2000. 

Ex.W4: Copy of minutes of structural meeting with 

D.B. Emp. Union dt 17-10-2000. 

Ex.W5: Copy of minutes of discussion held on 

28-9-2002 between AIDB Emp. Co. or 
Committee and Bank Management. 

Ex.W6: Copy of lr. dt. 28-11-2000 to all branches by 

regional office of Respondent reg. 
engagement of budlees and part-time 

cleaners. 

Ex.W7: Copy of lr. from Regional Office reg. payment 

of consolidated wages to WW1 dt 24-2-2001 
to Shamshabad branch. 

Ex.W8: Copy of order in WA No. 174/2003 

dt. 134-2003. 

Ex.W9: Copy of lr. No.BRO:PER:745 :97 dt.5-2-1997 

reg. list of employees who worked for more 
than 240 days. 

Ex.W10: Copy of lr. No. BRO: PER: 6801: % reg. 
appointment of part-time cleaners. 
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Ex.Wll: Copyoflr.No.BRO/PER/4116/97dL 11-9-97 
from regional office to branch. 

Ex.W12: Copy of representation of Union to the head 

office of Respondent bank. 

Ex.W13: Copy of lr. No. BRO/PER/4245/2001 

dt. 30-10-2001 reg. engagement of budlees 
unauthorizedly by the branch. 

Documents marked for the Respondent 

EjcMI: Copy of representation of WW1 dt.3-10-2002 

for reinstatement. 

25 2010 

^)T.3tr. 3095,-4^fri4> iro 1947 (1947 

14) ^ ^ttt 17 ^ 3737777*1 if, 

if LiRe; aftrilfh'fi fciqi^ Tf =6^"^ w.=bi< ailidtEicfr 
^ TO (tfvfi 284, 
307,318/97) ^ TTTTfTm 7TT37TC ^ 

18-11-2010 riTI 

[77. R^-12012/301/97-37Tf37K(#-I)] 
[ 77. RcT-12012/24/97 -3Tlf37R( ^-1) ] 
7E7T fW, ^737 3Tffi^T7l 
New Delhi, the 25th November, 2010 

S.O. 3095.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (ID No. 284,307, 
318/97) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, Jabalpur as shown inthcAnnexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the management of United 
Western Bank Ltd; and their workmen, received by the 
Central Government on 18-11 -2010. 

[No. L-12012/3 01/97-IR (B-I)J 
[No. L-12012/24/97-IR (B-I)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTIffikLTRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
JABALPUR 

Presiding Officer: SHRIMOHD. SHAKIR HASAN 

No. CGIT/LC/R/284/97 

Sliri Vipin Kumar Tiwari 

S/o Late Shn Sheshnarayan Tiwari, 

Station Road, 

Polsai Para, Durg (MP) ...Workman/Union 

Versus 

Regional Manager, 

United Western Bank Ltd., 

Nagpur (M.S.) ...Management 


[Part IT-—-Sec. 3(d) 


No. CGIT/LC/R/307/97 
Shn Harish Pannar, 

S/o Shn R. G Pannar, 

Mill Para, Durg (MP) ...Workmaiv Union 

Versus 

Regional Manager, 

United Western Batik Ltd., 

Nagpur (M.S.) ...Management 

No. CGIT/LC/K/318/97 
Shri S. S. Deshpande, 

R/o Shriram Ward, 

Distt. Wardha . ..Workman/< u ion 

Versus 

Regional Manager, 

United Western Bank Ltd., 

Satara (M.S.) ...Management 

AWARD 

Passed on this 1st day of November, 2010 
1. (a) The Govenunent of India, Ministry of 1 abour 
vide its Notification No. L -12012/301/97-IR (B-I) dated 
9-10-97 has referred the following dispute for adjudication 
by this tribunal:— 

“Whether Shri Vipin Kumar Tiwari S/o Late Shri 
Sheshnarayan Tiwari, C/o Shn Laxminarayan Tiwari, 
Advocate, Station Road, Pilsai Para Durg (MP) 
Madhu Sanchaya Deposit Agent of United Western 
Bank Ltd., Nagpur Regional Officer in relation to 
their Shanichari Bazar Durg (MP) is a “Workman” 
under the provision of i.D. Act, 1947 ” 

AND 

“Whether the action of the management of the 
Bank in terminating the services of Shn Vipin Kumar 
Tiwari M.S.D. Agent w.e.f. 1-6-96 is lawful and 
justified? If not, to what relief the workman is entitled 
to?” 

(b) The Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
vide its Notification No. L-12012/24/97-IR (B-I) dated 
5-11-97 has referred the following dispute for adjudication 
by this tribunal:— 

“Whether Sliri Harish Pannar S/o Shri R. G. Pannar, 
Mill Para, Durg (MP) Madhu Sanchaya Deposit 
Agent of United Western Bank Ltd.'Nagpur 
Regional Officer in relation to their Shanichari Bazar 
Durg (MP) is a “Workman” under the provision of 
LD.Act, 1947.” 

AND 

“Whether the action of the management of the 
Bank in terminating the services of Sliri Harish Parmar 
M. S. D. Agent w.e.f. 1-6-96 is lawful and justified? If 
not, to what relief the workman is entitled to?” 
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(c) The Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
vide its Notification No. L-12012/24/97-IR (B-I) dated 
5-11-97 has referred the following dispute for adjudication 
by this tribunal:— 

“Whether the action of the Management of the 
United Western Bank Ltd. Rep through (1) its Branch 
Manager of Arvi Branch, Distt. Wardha and (2) Its 
General Manager of the Bank at Satara in stopping 
from working the alleged workman Shri S. S. 
Deshpande, a Madhu S anchay Scheme Agent w.e.f. 
3-6-96 and not allowing him to work either as M.S.S. 
Agent or as a cleric is just, proper and legal? If not, to 
what relief the workman is entitled?’’ 

2. A common question arises in all the three references 
and therefore all are taken up together for adjudication. 

3. The case of the applicants/worianen in short is 
that they were appointed on different dates as Deposit 
Collectors by the management/non-applicant in the Bank. 
The function and duties of the applicants were collection 
of deposits, depositing such collection in the Bank, Ledger 
posting, maintaining balance books, Ledger posting, 
maintaining balance books, preparing vouchers of the 
depositors etc. It is stated that the non-applicant bank 
stopped them from work and terminated their services from 
June 1996 without any chargesheet. No notice was given 
before termination nor any retrenchment compensation was 
paid under the provision of Industrial Dispute Act, 1947. 
They are also not in any gainful employment since 
termination. The action of the management is said to be 
illegal and unjustified and the reference be answered in 
favour of the applicants by reinstatement with full back 
wages and consequential benefits. 

4. The management/non-applicant appeared and 
contested the reference by filing Written Statement. The 
case of the management, interalia is that the applicants/ 
workmen were admittedly engaged as Madhu Sanchaya 
Deposit Agents (in short agents) for collection of deposits 
on commission on the basis of agreements on different 
dates individually. They were paid commission on the 
basis of business done by them to the Bank. There was no 
control of the Bank over their work. There was no 
relationship of employer and employees. They were required 
to promote the interest and business of the Bank and were 
required to work in accordance with the terms and 
conditions of the agreements. M. S, D. Scheme for which 
they were engaged as agents came to be closed by the 
management and it was no more in the interest of the 
management to continue the same as far as Nagpur and 
Jalgaon regioas were concerned an therefore the agreement 
was rightly terminated. It is stated that even then it is 
presumed that they came under the definition of workman 
as defined in Section 2 (s) of the I.D. Act they are not said 
to be retrenched as theywere terminated on closure of the 
M.S.D. Scheme and they would be utmost entitled to 


compensation as admissible to them under Section 
25 F.F.F. of the l.D. Act. It is submitted that the action of 
the management is justified. 

5. On the basis of the pleadings, the following 
issues are framed— 

L Whether the applicants are workman under the 
provision of I.D. Act, 1947? 

n. WhethertheternunationoftheseM.S.D.agents 
from their services by the management is legal 
and justified? 

IE To what other relief they are entitled? 

6. Issue No. I 

The foremost question is as to whether these 
agents are workman under the provision of Section 2 (s) 
of the I.D. Act. On the pleadings and evidence of both 
the parties, it is an admitted fact that the applicants were 
appointed as agents to promote the interest and business 
of the Bank. It is also an admitted fact that they were paid 
commission on the basis of business done by them in the 
Bank. The evidence of the applicants shows that they 
used to do the work to make collection, to make entries in 
the weekly cards, to make entries in the ledger, to work out 
interest to the depositors, to make payment vouchers of 
the depositors and to maintain balance book. They have 
further stated that except the collection work, other woiks 
are being done by them in the Bank in the Bank Hours. 
The learned counsel for the applicants argued that 
they were working regularly and they did work in the Bank 
hours as well as in other times according to the convenience 
of the depositors and they were doing work in the control 
of the Branch Manager who had power 
to with hold their payment, it the register were not 
completed properly. It is submitted that they were 
workmen within the definition of Section 2 (s) of the I.D. 
Act. 

7. The management witnesses in all the references 
have stated that the agents were required to collect 
deposit from the depositors as enrolled by them and to 
make the entries in the respective cards and to deposit 
the cash with the Bank. The witness has further stated that 
there was no control over the working hour and there was 
no ceiling of the deposits made by them. It appears to be 
natural and obvious that the nature of duty of these 
Deposit Collectors cannot be fixed and they had to work 
with the convenience of the depositors but they used to 
deposit the cash in the bank in the bank hours and to 
complete records there accordingly. 

8. The applicants had executed agreements separately 
which are marked as Exhibit W/2. This document is also 
admitted by the management. The Clause 8 & 9 of the 
terms of agreement are as follows— 
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“(8) Tlic M. S. D. Agent shall be bound to issue 
receipts to the Madhu Sanchay depositors 
immediately on collection of deposit under the 
scheme on behalf of the Bank. He shall further be 
bound to credit all the sums so collected under the 
scheme in the Bank, on the same day and give 
complete account to the bank authorities. 

(9) The M. S. D. Agent hereby further agrees that 
one of the conditions while working as a MSD 
Agent, is the strict performance of the duty and 
observance by him of complete and very strict 
secrecy about all the transactions and dealings of 
and with the Bank.” 

The terms of agreement and the oral evidence 
dearly show that there was relationship of master and 
servant between the Deposit Collectors and the 
management of the Bank. 

9 The learned counsel for the applicants has placed 
reliance in the case of Indian Bank Association Versus 
workman of Syndicate Bank and others rqiorted in 2001- 
1 -LLJ Page 1045. It is submited that the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court has held that Deposit Collectors of the Banks were 
workmen with in Section 2 (s) of the I. D. Act, 1947 and the 
commissions paid to them were wages as defined in 
Section 2 (rr) of the I. D. Act, 1947. The Hon’bie Supreme 
Court has held that 

“We have considered the rival submissions. In our 
view, Mr. Shanna was right when he submitted that 
on the basis of evidence before it the Tribunal has 
given findings of fact that the deposit collectors 
were workmen within the meaning of Section 2 (s) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act. On the evidence on 
record, it could not be said that this finding was 
unsustainable. Having been shown the relevant 
evidence we are also of the opinion that the Tribunal 
correctly arrival at a conclusion that these deposit 
collectors were workmen. 

Further as seen from Section 2 (rr) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, die commission received by deposit 
collectors is nothing else but wage, which is 
dependent on the productivity. This commission is 
paid for promoting the business of die various 
banks. 

We also cannot accept the submission that the 
banks have no control over the deposit collectors. 
Undoubtedly the deposit collectors are free to 
regulate their own hours of work but that is because 
of the nature of the work itself. It would be impossible 
to fix working hours for such deposit collectors 
because they have to go to various depositors. This 
would have to be done at die convenience of the 
depositors and at such times as required by die 
depositors. If this is so, then no time can be fixed for 


such work, However there is control m as much as 
the deposit collectors have to bring the collections 
and deposit the same in the banks by the very next 
day. They have to then fill in various forms, accounts, 
registers and pass books. They also have to do such 
odier clerical work as the bank may direct They are, 
therefore, accountable to the bank and under the 
control of die bank.” 

Thus it is clear from die submission made above 
that the applicants who were Deposit Collectors were 
workmen and dicir commissions paid by the Bank was 
wages in accordance with the provisions of I.D. Act. This 
issue is thus decided in favour of the applicams/workmen 
and against the management. 

10. Issue No. 11 

Now the another question arises is as to whethe** the 
termination of the applieants/workmen was legal and 
justified by the management. On the basis of above 
discussion it is clear that the applicants were workmen. 
Admittedly they had been terminated w.e.f, June i 996 
widiout any notice or without any compensation . 

11 .According to the management, M. S. D. Scheme 
under which the workmen were engaged as agent came 
to be closed by the management w.e.f 27-5-96 and 
therefore it was not in die interest of the man;', gem cut to 
continue the same and therefore the agreement was 
rightly terminated. It is submitted that the termination of 
agreement is not a retrenchment because they were 
terminated in consequence of the closure of M. S D 
Scheme. Section 2 (oo) of the I. D. Act reads as under— 

“Retrenchment means the termination by the 
employer of die service of a workman or any reason 
whatsoever, otherwise than as punishment indicted 
by way of disciplinary action but docs not 

include—” 

Thus it is clear that in terms of the definition 
“retrenchment” means die terminated by the employer of 
the service of a workman for any reason what so ever 
except those expressly provided in the section. In my view 
these workmen come under the purview of retrench 
workmen. 

12. The learned counsel for the management 
submits that unless it is established that they had 
worked 240 days in 12 calendar months precalmg the date 
with rference as has been provided under Section 25-B 
of the I.D. Act, the provision of Section 25-F or 25 FFF of 
the I.D. Act is not applicable. There is a specific case of the 
workmen that they were appointed Deposit collectors and 
were working thereafter and tenninated from the service 
w.e.f. June 1996. This shows that they were regularly 
working as Deposit Collectors. The management has not 
denied in his pleading that they were not working 


H I— H U- * <|ii 
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continuously till the date of termination. Rather the only 
contention was that they were not workmen and there was 
no relationship of employer and employees. On the basis 
of the discussion made above, it is clear that the Deposit 
Collectors were workmen and their commissions were 
wages. The nature of work of the workmen as has been 
discussed earlier, clearly shows that there was no fixed 
hour of these workmen rather they were at work according 
to their convenience. Thus it is evident that these 
workmen were in continuous service of the bank from the 
date of appointment till the date of termination. Admittedly 
they were not terminated after complying the provision of 
Section 25 F or 25 FFF of the I.D. Act 1947. As such the 
management was not justified in terminating the services 
of these Deposit Collectors without complying the 
provision of above stated I. D. Act. This issue is 
accordingly decided. 

13. ISSUE No. ffl 

Another important point raised by the management 
is that the M. S. D. Scheme for which they were engaged, 
came to be closed by the management as the same was not 
liable to continue as far as Nagpur and Jalgaon regions 
were concerned. It is submitted that they cannot be 
reinstated on the said place as the scheme is closed. The 
management witness has supported this fact in his evidence 
that the MSD Scheme has been closed in those regions. 
The workmen have also stated in their evidence that they 
were not in gainful employment since their retrenchment. 
On the basis of discussion made above, it is established 
that the termination of the workmen was illegal and 
unjustified by the management as they had been terminated 
without payment of any compensation under I. D. Act. 
Thus the management is directed to reinstate the workmen 
with full back wages from the date of termination. The 
average of last ten months commission is to be considered 
as wages of one month of the workmen for the purpose of 
calculation of back wages. However thereafter the 
management is at liberty to proceed in accordance with the 
provision of the I.D. Act in case their services are no longer 
required in view of the closure of the scheme. All the three 
references are accordingly, answered. 

14. In the result, the award is passed with cost of 
Rs.5000 each to the workmen. 

15. Let the copies of the award be sent to the 
Government of India, Ministry of Labour & Employment 
as per rules. 

MOHD. SHAKIR HASAN, Presiding Officer 
25 TTOT, 2010 

W.3R. 3096. ~3?frjtfwfrm 1947 (1947 

14) qRT 17 33^TR TJ 1 R‘, WIR ^tR 
^ TITOT ^ TTO IT# ^ 

R' LiR/e. 3tWlPi c t> "P* TRTTR 3tltilPi c b 


3lftRjRR/?R WITeRT, ^ RRTC (7T^ WIT 1/99) 
ThlfYlcT RRcft ^ WFR ^ 22-11-2010 ^ 
*ni 

[R. TRT-41012/41/2008-3^^R(^t-I)] 

T^TT fRr?, STfrRFRt 

New Delhi, the 25th November, 2010 

S.O. 3096.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 1/99) of 
the Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Ajmer as shown 
in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between 
the management of North West Railway and their 
workmen, received by the Central Government 
on 22-11-2010. 

[No. L-41012/41/2008-IR (B-I)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 

srt ^rrmfkwToi, 

TteRfa srfrFFRf - WT PT. 3TRT^.^R 

VIcM 'OI WTMft,3ITffi,3I!T. 1/99 

Wfl TRSTT - RRT - 41012/41/2008 -3Tlf 3HT 
(sft-1 ) 15-1-09 

\ FFZ ^RR fw M 595/28, forWR, 

r^Kl'N, srri (tr.) Tjrra* ^tItr fqfaqi ■gfirfhfwh- 

( 1) TTlqRRT THT TR. Sit ^li, 

(2) RfeiRF^TR. 

*htr 

Rbr ^ ^tr rItrr 

....arapfr 

RTRf 3TR fr : RRFFcffiT 3TfRTOT - RfirfhfR 

3TRT 3RR RtRH t I 

fTOT21-10-10 

1. ^ WFR, 9fR fRRFT, Fi I ^R1 WTTcTR 
qfhrl t 
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“Whether the action of the management of Dy. Chief 
Mechanical Engineer (Carriage), North West Railway, 
in dismissing services of Sri Mahender Kumar 
Chouhan S/o Sri Aijun Singh, vide their order dated 
29-10-04 is just, legal and fair ? To what relief is the 
workman concerned entitled ?” 

2. tttt P frttf fttP i rtf! P arqP 

fPf P arte fPFi 11% froft irt Pt ffPr rf fpFi fft ft 

FF fpWJTTR F FTFR tty ttz t PP p|P tty PPpFTFt 

Pt PPPft ^ttf P fp<&MT P tttt i fm wi P fttP* 

tt fttz tt FpTpTT fpRF PP PN f I FTTFP FTFF t % 
FTF RfPFT -cjfTffi p F*Tp RlftP pRI P fTORFf FP 

ftPf tty fttz, rf-rht, srpFffPFT rf rftf^f ^ P 
troPhr ^ rf wm tttttti ttwy rf: Pft P rfi^t fP 
pRFt I 

3. t^P fPrpF f^rq^ft m % rtP sttt tttt F$Pt* P 
frtfPp rftr FRF ttr tty FPpFTFt Pt fPP ttrr fht 
FciImi ^ RF pF fPfe P 'SH<fci FT p4t <h^!T Fit Pt tt^feici el’ll 
FTFR fR PPft P tty tt TsTTfpF FRp FR Rf ttu F?t t I 

4. ^ R3RR Fft SRtten P pTH fRRp 29-11-09 Pt 
PPFT FP fpFP Ft tt\ P FRp fFfFFT FlftRIR tt fTFTTp FT 
IPft rfi i? i 

5. P fft ff zrttw fr Ppt PPr trt^pt ^fp ftP 

tt4i -f^^nTffzr ^?rr^ qr xar^rrof 

fP ffr tjpP ^ ^etf ^wmy frt fttrtt IpnP 27-8-1o P 
aeeifep ftrttr Rropffa 7[R fP Rmt rf yrfffai' ^tft P 
Rt^idT P fFRith ftpt fht rft t i 

6. ftt rrtP P rtP PPft fp fpqp Ft wz P 3fPPff 
fpTTFT 27-9-2010 P 37RTTR RWTpf tt TTI^T Mw ftt 

T Ft FF7T ^ tty TTOj; RMtt ^tT Ff^cT 

imTTiqif | 

7. FnrftF fttfo q‘ F^rt wm tt^\ q^t 

f^ TF ‘FTcIT t yzR ttltt tt ^ttelTt ^RI tt^\ 
qqi FFTF7T IfTO 29-10-04 tttt, tttttt XTcf' t 

tti tt tt fttzrm tt f Ff Trrqf 

tFFf 7TFF tt tt tt atf^FFTt t ? 

8. FFTT4FT ^ F7 V tt ^ 7#?qq 

3F0F FF tttt 4-3-04 T1 stt® F7H1 tttt TTFfTFl ^ 
fFFFF 3T3RR Fjqf tt fFFRT 6-11-03 ^ 4-3-04 FPT fFFT 
tt WI tt 'tttt ^ SFPfirfF 7F7 T W4 F 

3tKm FF f4FT FF1 qi I FFF FTP fPwl tt 3FFR T[ Ft 
3F^IKHIrO+ 3TfFFP^t A FT Ft FftiFT Fp tttt 6~ 11 -03 V 
4-3-04 el'+i <M-IIRaFd ^T'M 77 3 T^[FRff <84 F' FTRTF ^ feie, 
FNt FTF FTP FT fFPTF> 29-10-04 tt FTFTTPpTR TFT ^FT ^ 


tp^Tfep ftt tt FP 3TT^T FTfeT fFFPT t I FTP 4F tt\ 
tty Ftt ftt tt %[ApT ttstt FT tttt, FTP! t i 

9. ^T PRT ^ FF tFRlFTF yttm\ tt V^Z i( %Ti'F 
tti ^RlF) RrsfcTi ^ tttt FtPT RIF OFT t Fi M FTF FT 
FfTFTF tt FTFR FT FTFf tttt FTi FFT ^ ttttm ftt FTP 
tt 3TT^T FP pfFF FF* ^FfPFT PFt' FTPT FT FTFnTT t ! 

10. F77T FcTTFT Ff tttt F^ SRf FRft #FFT FT PF 
fpF Fp FTTTF FF Fp Ffpwi FFP tPFFFfTTTT 

PFf tFTFT FFT t FFUft iFFPTtF FTP FT ^iTTP PTTpt TTF PFTFTp 
^ FFTP fWTTF FFTFTP;^ FFTpf FpF F ferfFF^ tP'F FF t 
fFFp FT Ft 3TTFRt 'hpFlO % 3#TFPTl' FT TT'TOtT F'FTF FFT 

t I 

11. tt Tpt tt fFF F^ FTP Ft fFFT FTP % FfFT 
StfFFT fFPfF7 6-11-03 Fp 4-3-04 FFT fFPT FTpFiF f^Tp 
FFP FPF P SFJPfFSTP «TT ett Ft Pi FF P f¥T efTFTPTFt 
FpTTTFPFtPFT tt %F FppFI P fp^FpfpF FTP pFT F.Pi'TPF 
FTTpFT FlfTF PFt fpvFT FTPT T 4Tf?F FT qfpFT 3'FFit Ff'TF pFP 

pFTFTT FFFT 3TF TTFT P pfep FF FFFT Fp TFFTFci 
pFF T5?TTP FP 3TFTTT fFFT FTPT tttt, FT ! 

12. FTFf FF Ftt 3TR P FFtT 2000 ( 1 ) «R pF 3ff< 
631 FTpFTF FPTF pfPFP 3TTFT pFFT FF 3FF FP FFFR 
feTFT t fFTTFP FFP ^TTPpFFT tt TRFTPptipB' 3RFFP fFTFT 
t I FF FFt P fFT FFF FFTTF P Ft F«P #FFT PiF fFFPT FP 
FTpFTp FT FT FFF-FTRT 3TFfFFT P FPPT FpFi FPTiFfF 
?F p -3TFFPF FT TFT FT I STJFfFFfp FFfP FT ppF P '3p 
FTpF FP fpFT FFT FT PtT fpFTFTF FPF P PR FP FfFFPp 
^RT PPt FRR fFTFT FFT FT fFTTFTt FTF iTFTP P TTFFF FtP 
^T 3TfFTTTPTcFFT PpFFPp P Pp FFT P FfPFTF pFffppF FP 
FTpF FTfTF FR fpFT I pP 3TK7T FP FTPPtF P^P ^FTFTFF P 
37PFT FTTFTp FT FTTfFFT fOTFT P fpFpp FTPF fF Tp 
FFTTFT PpF FP FFRT FfcTTTF FP FfTFT fpeTF 3RP FfePTF 
FFTP fFTF P I 

13. Pi FP P FTFf P fPraT FT 3TRTF FT FF fPp Fp^fF 
FP 3FpF FT I PP FTpP P %F pFT fpFPFP FTFRFF ^tFF 
t fFTTFTt 3FF7FFPTI F f P FlP FT FFPTt t FFfP pFFT pTT? 
FR-FR FRp FP 3TKt P I FpFTP FFTF P pP) pR 1 TtTfFFfF 
PFt P fFR FPTFT P P FFF -FTpTT Fit FTTpF'T, TW^fpTi 
FpFlfFFT 3TTpF FTFFT ^ Pp pP FTpP FP 4TFTTF fPP FTP 
FPF TTFITFT \ I 

14. FF FP' FF fpFlfRT FRF FtFT fP FTF1 F4T f"FRT 
TIFF Ftt RTF FR^ P iSffFFTTp p I 

15. FR PFF P RTF? P FFF FP'FFFT FP FTFF t fP 
pfP fPrPt RP RTF FTpFPT FFP pFH FP FpRfpFT FTF P 
3TTFR RT arpFlfFFT FpP P fpFFT 29-1-04 P P r d 'f-TF 
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fton fetor toFtompr to to to wm totorto 

tonfTffa W RRRT FcR m Rfefftof to to^TT I 

16. to4 mto w to to tototoi to 'stow Fto n* 
tototorr to ^ fton i to* to ^rto mto to Tm tom mw \ 
fT \5T«t c h4 c M< '*R. H#St to$H opt (4 m to Tfl ?TO 
"'MR to 3PITC R* Sl^fcTcl, 'STjf^T R3 toltoWT d'*l4i to 
toto Rto m^fMd rrt to to ^n^T-^nrcr mr*m to ftonftra 
tor mm f cfr mtomr* mft toftor to to ftototo ftomrw 
to fw 29-10-04 3 rfih to ‘tot *jrg to 

fento 29—11-09 W> 3T*M Pl^fHd 4falf4<|fcf tot fMto W to 

wm to, fm mto mi 3rto«1 tor to Mfimn? F*rtoftotom 
cfTpffF^FFl to srfstot to 1 

n. 33 F: mtomr toftf ftortoi to m sr ton 
mi ff* to 3^m to mim to1 

to?T-^Ti 

wra: mn mrnr*, «r tomvra to ato ^ to ftomt 
ftonm 15-1-09 to mrm tofm <sq^ 

toftot tototon (tor), wr-towR tot, to* mri 
FmfN to mtoF tosM to srto 3nto fwto 

29 -10-04 to tom to ftomm m*m wff: agto to 

tototot i 


tototo, 25 w, 2010 

RF. 3 TT. 3097 —totoito tofto, 1947 ( 1947 
mr i 4 ) to ms 17 to arjsrcm 4 totota mwrt mm mro 
to to ^tot tofto to to«rto to tos: tototot 4* 
to mtomrto to to to totofw tto to 
toto hm totofem mfamwsrc mRmm, to 
w (toto toi 395/2001) to totor to to, to toto 
TR^FRto 16 - 11-2010 to TIM I 31 T«n 1 

[to T^e-29012/20/2001-3^ 3*T* (T*ri)] 
to^i tow, 3fm totoR 
New Delhi, the 25th November, 2010 

S.O. 3097.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 395/ 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Bhubaneswar now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of T. 1. S. Co. Ltd.; and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
25-11-2010. 

[No. L-29012/20/2001-ER (M)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Undo- Secy. 


toto tom* toftor tom to rf fwto 29-10-04 to 
ftoto to TfT: ttwt totmrto to rto mrnm toto toN tom frt 
mtmt tomto Itoim 29 -10-04 to to mswpf tototo^i 
Fm f-rtoto mto mto 1 

torn mtomrc to toF 4 fft mr ftoto 29-11-09 to 
fwr to ^mr t, tot tototr to mrto ftorm 29-10-2004 to 
wto mto ^ R*rto ftotom totow to ftofw totototF to 
thfto 3 t?m ftow to ftoto to to wto to w to 

ftoto meir rwt tow rr ftofto mftom tow to 

toiuratoto towto £ 1 mtom to ftoto 

mto toto m ftotom 4 Tfwn ftonto 29-10-04 to ^wntoto 
to ttoto to tomrm ww to m to *mmm ^rsj to tjm 
mto to totomito to’t 1 

wtN mtom to to mto mto tow, to^to to arm 
towto to to ftoVm tow* ftorm^TTR: tm mto to 
tototot 1 1 

ftotow fw toto tom w totomr m* 

94ii vH to Rm rif to m*m ton 1 

fmto PrOaRti ^wr* sir ftoito 21—10—2010 to 
'RFmw to frtpf* m* ^pmn mn 1 3tqi4 to ton ftonmjRi* 
to?i ■*r*mr* to Rms to TrmTwrto ^<0 toto to mto 1 

wi W- "3% 


ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOV ERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
BHUBANESWAR 


Present : Shri J. Srivastava, Presiding Officer, 

C. G I.T-cum-Labour Court, Bhubaneswar. 

Industrial Dispute Case No. 395/2001 

Date of Passing Award—29th October, 2010 
Between: 


The Management of the General Manager (OMQ), 
T. I. S.Co, Ltd., PO. Noamundi, Singbbhum. 

.. ,1st Party-Management 

(And) 

Their workman Shri Md. Rais Ahmad, 

Qr No. 199, Chamri Camp-Joda West, 

Dist. Keoiyhar. r 


APPEARANCES: 

M/ s. Ashok K. Parij a, 

& Associates, Advocate*, 

M/s.N.B.Chainy, 

& Associates, Advocates, 


. 2nd Party-Workman, 


., .For the 1st Party- 
Management, 

,.,Fonhe2wtFW* 

Workman. 
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AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour 
has referred an industrial dispute existing between the 
employers in relation to the Management of T. I. S. Co. 
Ltd. and their workman in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (d) of sub-section (I) and sub-section 2(A) of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 vide their 
letter No.L-29012/20/200-l-IR (M), dated 08-06-2001. 

2. The dispute as referred to is mentioned under the 
schedule of the letter of reference which is quoted 
underneath:- 

“Whether the demand of Shri Md. Rais Ahmad, Sr. 
Driver-cum-Havildar, Joda West Mines of TISCO 
Ltd., for reinstatement with full back wages, in view 
of the order of Hon’ble Magistrate, Keonjhar is 
justified? If not, what relief the workman is entitled 
to”? 

3. The 2nd Party-workman in his statement of claim 
has stated that he had been serving under the TISCO 
Limited on the post of Senior Driver-cum-Havildar in 
security department at Joda organization since 1986. 
Throughout long tenure of his service their arose no 
occasion for any concern to question any of the acts or 
deeds done by him. But to his misfortune while he was 
working on ‘C’ shift duty on 30-8-1998 i. e. fromlOP. M. 
to 6 A.M. it was reported that he took out the company’s 
jeep No. BEP-296 at about 10.40 P.M. on 30-8-1998 along 
with his co-workcr Shri S. K. Mukhi, P. No. 096816, Senior 
Driver-cum-Havildar (P) for repairing the clutch of the said 
jeep and went to the garage of Indra Mis try. At about 
11.30 P.M. on the same date he was apprehended by police 
patrol while disposing of a part (1.5 meters) of the 20 
meters of stolen copper cable worth Rs. 20,000 from the 
Ferro Alloys Plant Store, Joda. Earlier to it, a written report 
was lodged by the company at Joda Police Station on 
29-8-1998 about theft of 20 meters copper cable from Ferro 
Alloys Plant store yard on 26-8-1998 worth Rs. 20,000. On 
the basis of the said report case No. 172 dated 

29- 8-1998 was registered under section 379 IPC. On 

30- 8-1998 the disputant-workman along with Shri S.K. 
Mukhi were arrested by Joda police in connection with 
the aforesaid case on the allegation that 1.57 meters of 
stolen copper wire was being carried by them in company’s 
jeep No. BEP-296. He was prosecuted of criminal charge 
under section 379 IPC in the criminal court at Barbil and 
simultaneously was subjected to a departmental 
proceeding. Upon filing charge-sheet by the Joda Police 
the ch arges under secti on 3 79/3 41 PC were framed against 
him in G.R. Case No. 292/1998. He was tried by 
Shri S. Pattanaik, Judicial Magistrate, 1st Class, Barbil. On 
completion of trial the criminal court acquitted him of the 
charges holding that the prosecution has not been able to 
prove the charges framed against him vide its judgement 
dated 17-7-1999. In the departmental proceeding almost 


similar charges were framed. The basis of the charge was 
the alleged act of committing theft of company’s property. 
In the departmental proceeding charges of misconduct, 
dishonesty and unauthorized use of company’s properly 
were super imposed though the basic charge was that of 
alleged theft. The departmental proceeding culminated with 
the acceptance of the findings of the enquiry report which 
held the charges as proved. The Management imposed 
punishment of dismissal from service. The departmental 
enquiry purportedly conducted against the disputant- 
workman being a wholly got up one cannot supersede the 
decision of the court of law in view of the findings of 
acquittal recorded by the criminal court and thereby 
absolving him of the said charge of theft. The finding of 
the enquiry officer in the departmental proceeding loses 
all significance and the decision of the Management 
dismissing him from service is liable to be set aside. The 
order of dismissal in the depart mental proceeding on die 
same charge can not be sustained in law and he is entitled 
to be reinstated in service with full back wages with 
interest. 

4. The 1st Party- Management filed the written 
statement controverting the allegations contained in the 
statement of claim. Their further contention is that the 
reference is not maintainable in view of the undisputed 
fact of the case and dismissal of the disputant-workman 
after domestic enquiry conducted in accordance with the 
provisions of certified standing order. Acquittal of the 
disputant- workman in the criminal case has no bearing on 
the charges framed in the departmental proceeding. It is 
revealed from the facts of the case that on 26-8-1998 the 
Dy. Manager, Security Mr. Mahendra Prasad received a 
letter from the Divisional Manager that 20 meters of copper 
cable worth of . 20,000 was stolen from the Ferro Alloys 
Plant stores yard who in turn informed Joda Police Station. 
A case No. 172/98 was registered under section 379 IPC in 
Joda Police station tin 29-8-98. Thedisputant-workman 
was on duty in‘C’ Shift of 30-8-1998 i.e. from 10 P.M. to 
6 A.M. Mr. Mahendra Prasad, Dy. Manager, Security 
instructed the disputant-workman at 10.30 P.M. to bring 
Shri B. Tiu from his house. The disputant-workman at 
about 10.40 P.M. drove the Jeep No. BEP-269 being 
accompanied by Shri S.K. Mukhi to fetch Shn B. Tiu from 
his house. But the disputant-workman along with 
Shri S. K. Mukhi instead went to the garage of Indra 
Mistry on the plea of getting repaired the clutch of the 
said jeep without going to the residence of Shn B. Tiu. 
They ware apprehended by the police while disposing of 
apart (1.57 meters) of thc20 meters of stolen copper cable 
worth Rs. 20,000. The police also seized the company jeep 
No. BEP-269 along with stolen copper cable. The case 
was filed in the court of Judicial Magistrate (1st Class), 
Barbil which was registered as G R. Case No. 292/98. 
Departmental enquiry was also proceeded against die 
disputant-workman and Shn S.K. Mukhi and a charge- 
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sheet was issued on 4-9-1998 m which charges of theft, 
dishonesty and unauthorized use of company’s property 
were levelled against both. The reply submitted was not 
satisfactory. Hence a preliminary enquiry was conducted 
about the incident which wax found to be true. 
Subsequently on 18-9-1998 the Management decided to 
conduct the domestic enquiry in respect of the charges 
framed against the disputant-workman and Shri 

S. K. Mukhi. Shri S. S. Hota. Manager (Personnel) was 
appointed as enquiry officer who conducted the enquiry 
by taking evidence of both the parties and giving 
opportunities of hearing. On the basis of enquiry report 
the General Manager of the 1st Party-Management 
dispensed with the services of the disputant-workman on 
23-12-1998. After dismissal from service learned Judicial 
Magistrate (1st Class), Barbil pronounced the judgement 
on 17-7-1999 acquitting the accused, namely, the disputant- 
workman and Shri S.K. Mukhi. After pronouncement of 
judgement by the learned Judicial Magistrate (1st Class), 
Barbil the disputant-workman raised an industrial dispute 
before the conciliation officer i.e. Asst. Labour 
Commissioner (Central), Rourkela. The conciliation ended 
in failure. Hence, on the report of the Asst. Labour 
Commissioner (Central), Rourkela this reference was 
made, it has been submitted that the jeep bearing No. 
BEP-269 was not defective on 30-8-1998 at 10.40 P.M. The 
alleged defect in the clutch plate in thejeep was incorrect 
and baseless. The place where the jeep allegedly broke 
down was hardly 200 feet away from the security control 
room, but the disputant-workman did not inform the said 
fact and went to the garage of Indra Mistry which is 
situated near the establishment of Shri Sangram Swain 
% Kalu. It is settled law that the result of the criminal 
case has no bearing on the domestic enquiry. More so the 
charges framed against the disputant-workman in both 
the proceedings are different and the departmental enquiry 
cannot be held bad in law in view of the order of the 
acquittal recorded by the criminal court. Hence the present 
case is liable to be dismissed. 

5. The disputant-workman filed rejoinder to the 
written statement of the 1st Party-Management in which 
he has stated that the 1st Party-Management has 
suppressed the material fads only to mislead the Tribunal. 
The enquiry proceeding was conducted only to meet a 
procedural formality and to keep the Management on safe 
side. The enquiry proceeding was not fair and 
proper. None of the charges has beer* established in the 
enquiry by any materia! evidence. The dismissal of the 
disputant-workman by the 1st Party-Management is not 
only illegal and unjustified but also mala fide and 
intentional. The findings of the enquiry officer are biased 
and motivated and given at the instance of the 
Management mechanically. The disciplinary authority while 
imposing punishment has not examined his un-blemished 
past service record. Since the disputant-workman has not 


been found guilty of the criminal charge, the charge of 
unauthorized use of company’s property also fails. The 
findings of the enquiry officer cannot supersede the 
judgement or findings of the tnal court on self same 
charges. 

6. Following issues were framed on the basis of 
the pleadings of the parties. 

ISSUES 1: 

1. Whether the demand of Shri Md. Rias Ahmad, Sr. 
Driver-cum-Havaldar, Joda West Mines ofTISCO 
Ltd., for reinstatement with full back wages, in view 
of the order of acquittal of Hon’ble Magistrate, 
Keonjhar is justified? 

2. To what relief the 2nd Party-workman is entitled? 

3. Whether the charges in the departmental 
proceeding and in the criminal proceedings are 
same and identical basing on same sets of fact? 

7. Both the parties have not led any oral evidence 
in the case and only relied on the documents filed by both 
of them. 

FINDINGS: 

Issue No. 3 

8. Since this issue pre-requires consideration and 
decision before coming to the question of justification of 
the demand of the disputant-workman regarding 
reinstatement in service, this issue is taken up first. The 
episode revolves round the alleged fact of theft of 20 
meters of copper cable worth Rs. 20,000 reported to Joda 
Police Station by Dy, Manager, Security Mr. Mahendra 
Prasad on 29-8-1998. Subsequent to the filing of the report 
the disputant-workman along with co-worker Shri S.K. 
Mukhi were arrested by the Joda Police while disposing 
of a part (1.57 meters) out of 20 meters of copper cable, 
stolen property of Ferro Alloy Plant store yard the 
disputant workman was trietl along with Shri S.K. Mukhi 
for tile offence of theft under Section 3 79/34IPC and they 
are acquitted of the charge on 17-7-1999. A departmental 
proceeding was also taken up and in the domestic enquiry 
based on charges of theft, dishonesty and unauthorized 
use of company’s property the disputant-workman and 
Shri S.K. Mukhi were found guilty and consequently were 
awarded punishment of dismissal from service. 

9. The contention of the disputant-workman is that 
both the criminal and departmental proceedings were held 
on the same and identical charges constituting same set 
of facts. Undoubtedly both the proceedings arose out of 
the alleged offence, of theft. There has not been quoted 
any instance of misconduct of dishonesty or act like theft, 
or misappropriation or unauthorized use of company’s 
property against either of the two workmen. The offence: 
of theft always involves dishonest intention and 
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unauthorized use of one’s property without one's consent. 
Hence the charges of dishonesty and unauthorized use 
of company’s property cannot be said to be distinct and 
separate from the act of theft. Misconduct is widespread 
term and every action which is against proper and fair 
conduct can be called misconduct. Therefore the act of 
theft may also come under the circumference of the term, 
“misconduct”. In my view the charges framed in the 
departmental proceeding or domestic enquiry can not be 
separated though they may seem like separate and distinct 
charges. It has to be kept in mind that the basis of charges 
was the alleged act of committing theft in both the 
proceedings namely in the criminal as well as in the 
departmental proceedings. The facts narrated in the 
charge^sheet of the domestic enquiry and the charges 
frame?! in the criminal trial and the facts giving rise to the 
trimma? trial arc one and the same. Therefore it can not be 
said that the departmental proceeding or domestic enquiry 
was held on separate and distinct charges from that of 
criminal trial. Both the proceedings started on the same 
set of facts and charges based on that set of facts, by any 
reason, cannot be held distind and separate. Therefore 
this issue is decided in affirmative. 

Issue No. 1 

10. The disputant-workman has claimed his 
reinstatement in service with lull back wages in view of 
the order of acquittal passed in criminal trial. It has been 
held in Issue No. 3, that the charges in both the criminal 
and departmental proceedings were the same and identical. 
Therefore it has to be seen as to whether the order of 
acquittal passed in criminal trial has to be followed and 
flic findings of the domestic enquiry are to be set aside. 

11. The contention of the disputant-workman is that 
the proceedings in the domestic enquiry and criminal trial 
were initiated on the basis of report of theft and similar 
and identical facts were set in both the proceedings and 
even the evidence led by the prosecution was the same 
and identical. The judgement given in the criminal trial has 
to be followed and the findings given in the domestic 
enquiry should not have been different. The Enquiry 
Officer purposely brushed aside and over looked the 
statement of Shri C. K. Jha and witnesses of the workman 
and relied upon the statements of Management witnesses 
to hold the charges against the disputant-workman. On 
casting a sight on thcjuogc.nent of the criminal case and 
the findings of the enquiry officer it coai.cs to notice that 
Shri Mahendra Prasad, Dy. Manager Security, Mr. Prabodh 
Kumar Satpathy, Divisional Manager, Ferro Alloys Plant, 
Joda and Babaji Debnathan were the common witnesses 
in both the proceedings. They all are formal witnesses 
and have not seen me disputani-woritnium and Shri S. K. 
Mukhi stealing the copper cable from Ferro Alloys Plant 
Stores yard, 3oda ami recovery of 1 57 meters copper cable 
from the disputant-workman and Shri S. K Mukhi was 


not made before them by the police. All the witnesses of 
seizure of the stolen property, who were produced before 
the learned Magistrate, had turned hostile. In the domestic 
enquiry it was not brought to light as to who had stolen 
the 20 meters copper cable from the Ferro Alloys Plant 
stores Joda and a part (1.57 meters) out of 20 meters of 
copper cable was actually recovered from the possession 
of the accused persons i.e, the disputant-workman and 
Shri S. K. Mukhi. There Is also no direct evidence on 
record that the disputant-workman was contacting persons 
to sell the recovered copper cable. It cr .ot be easily 
swallowed that 20 meters of copper cable was stolen and 
only 1.57 w *m was kept by the disputant-workman in 
the company’s jeep which was merely worth of 
Rs. 1,500. it also cannot be believed that the disputant- 
wmkmar: rushed to the garage of Indra Mistry to sell out 
1.57 meters of copper cable near about midnight when he 
was asked to bring Shri Tiu from his residence. According 
to his version he went to the garage of Indra Mistry for 
the repair of the clutch of the jeep. It was admitted by 
Shri C. K. Jha Mangenieni Witness No. 1 in his cross 
examination by the disputant-workman that the disputant- 
workman had told him about die clutch problem of the 
vehicle. Ail Ibis is bc;ng discussed to come to a conclusion 
as to whether there is any ! .ota of evidence on the 
probability of eomirutting theft by the disputant-workman 
and Shn S. K. Mukhi and recovery of a part of the stolen 
copper cable from their possession on the fateful night. 
There was no copper cable found in the said jeep when it 
was started from the main gate of the company. The jeep 
was checked by Shri R. S. Singh at that time. It is not 
revealed as to how 1.57 meters of copper cable came in the 
meantime in the jeep when it is stated that the disputant- 
workman and Shri S. K. Mukhi directly went to the garage 
of the Indra Mistry and within a short span of time they 
are shown to be engaged in disposing of a part (1.57 meters) 
of the stolen copper cable. Sangram Swain who was 
examined as Prosecution witness in the criminal trial has 
denied that he was asked by the accused persons to keep 
the articles in his shop and pay for it or arrange customers 
for the articles. He has also denied recovery. He was not 
examined in the departmental proceedings. Thus the 
introduction of the story of Shri Sangram Swam @ Kalu is 
alien to the fact of theft and does not appear to have any 
concern with the disputant-workman on the alleged facts. 
All this does not bring out a case of theft and recovery of 
a part of stolen copper cable from the disputant- 
workman. 

12. When the tacts on which charges in the criminal 
trial and domestic enquiry were framed are one and the 
same and the witnesses produced on behalf of the 
Prosecution/Management adduced no direct evidence 
regarding the occurence, the conclusions arrived at should 
not have been different and if the conclusions are different, 
those given in the judicial proceeding have to be 


*•*»'! I I i —HI" ► * ■ 1 


U l 


iU I. 



[HPT n-^TO3(ii)] 


9001 


HK3 Hit pm {fowl 18, 2010/grogI^PT 27, 1932 


honoured, though it has been held in the case of 
“Southern Railway Officers Association and Another— 
Versus-Union of India & Others” reported in (2009) 9 
Supreme Court Cases 24 that ‘‘acquittal in a criminal case 
is not a ground for interfering with the older of punishment 
imposed by disciplinary authority”. In another case of 
Commissioner of Police, New D dhi—Versus -N arender 
Singh reported in (2006) 4 Supreme Court Cases 265 the 
same view was adopted and it was held that if an employee 
has been acquittedof a criminal charge, the same by itself 
would not be a ground not to initiate a departmental 
proceeding against him or to drop the same in die event 
an order of acquittal is passed. In the case of Manager, 
ReserveBankoflndia-rVersus-S. Mani reported in (2005) 
5 S.C.C. 100 it was held that "it is trite that a judgement of 
acquittal passed in favour of the employees by giving 
benefit of doubt per se would not be binding up on the 
employer”. 

13. On the other hand, the disputant-workman has 
relied upon the ruling given in the case of "G M. Tank- 
Versus-State of Gujarat and another ” reported in Air 2006 
Supreme Court 2129. In this case die Hon’ble Supreme 
Court has held that where the departmental enquiry and 
criminal proceedings were based on identical and similar 
set of facts and evidence and the same witnesses were 
examined in criminal case and the criminal court honourably 
acquitted the employee, findings to contrary recorded in 
the departmental proceedings were unfair and oppressive 
and the dismissal order is liable to be set aside. 

14. Here in this case three witnesses common to 
the departmental enquiry and criminal proceedings were 
examined by the prosecution side.: Besides them, four 
witnesses were examined to prove recovery of a part of 
the stolen property in the criminal proceedings, whereas 
one extra witness was examined in the departmental enquiry 
leaving apart the witnesses examined by the disputant- 
workman in his defence. When the witnesses of recovery 
examined in the criminal proceedings turned hostile, the 
fact of recovery of a part of stolen property from the 
possession of the disputant-workman and Shri S. K. Mukhi 
cannot be held proved. The witnesses examined in the 
departmental enquiry by the disputant-workman were 
defence witnesses. As such they cannot be taken as 
different witnesses because they ware not examined by 
the Management to prove the charges against the 
disputant-workman. It has already been said that die set 
of facts on which the whole episode was woven was that 
of committing theft and recovery of a part of stolen 
property viz. copper cable measuring 1.57 meters. All the 
charges are based on these two facts. If the charge of 
recovery of stolen property could not be proved against 
the disputant-workman and his companion, how could it 
be stated that they were in unauthorized use of company’s 
property i.e. the jeep No BEP-269. There is no case of any 
previous misconduct or commission of any criminal act 


against the disputant-workman. As such it cannot be 
argued that the charges in the departmental enquiry were 
based on different set of facts or ads of misconduct The 
Management has to show that the charges levelled in the 
departmental enquiry were based on some distinct and 
different facts, when the charges of theft and recovery of 
stolen property do not stand proved in the criminal trial. It 
is beyond reason that die disputant-workman is held guilty 
of these charges without reliable and sufficient evidence. 
It is true that the judgement of acquittal in criminal 
proceedings does not make a ground for interference with 
the order of punishment imposed by the disciplinary 
authority, but the departmental enquiry must hold the 
charged employee guilty of charges with sufficient and 
un-inflinching evidence. The evidence led by the 
Management in die departmental enquiry, in my view, is 
not sufficient and if taken on face does not hold the 
disputant-workman and Shri S. K. Mukhi guilty of charges 
levelled against them. Therefore the findings of the 
domestic enquiry are perverse, unjustified and unfair and 
that cannot be sustained. In these circumstances the 
judgement of acquittal passed by the Judicial Magistrate 
(1st Class), Keonjhar comes to the help and rescue of the 
disputant-workman. The Hon’ble Karnataka High Court 
in the case of “M. Ravindran-Versus-The Management of 
Bharat Electronics Ltd.” reported in 2002 LAB I.C. 1011 
has held that acquittal of employee in criminal case on the 
same set of facts helps in seeking reinstatement Therefore, 
the principle of law, justice and equity demands that the 
disputant-workman’s dismissal from service must be set 
aside. As such the demand of the disputant-workman Shri 
Md. Rias Ahmed, Senior Driver-cum-Havildar, Joda West 
Mines of TISCO Ltd. for reinstatement is justified more- 
so, in view of the order of acquittal of the Judicial Magistrate 
(1st Class), Keonjhar. So far as the demand for full back 
wages is concerned it has not been brought on record 
that the disputant-workman has not taken any employment 
or resorted to any occupation, business or any work of 
remuneration through-out the period of his disengagement, 
it will be just and proper that a lump-sum amount is awarded 
to him in lieu of back wages. I therefore award a sum of 
Rs. 5.0 lacs (Rupees Five Lacs) to be paid by the 1st Party- 
Management to the disputant-workman. He shall be 
reins taled in his post from which he was dismissed within 
three months with all service benefits. This issue is decided 
in a favour of the 2nd Party-workman. 

Issue No. 2 

15. As per above discussion and conclusions 
arrived at, the 2nd Party-workman is entitled to the relief 
claimed. He shall be reinstated in service on the same post 
from which he was dismissed within three months of 
publication of award with a sum of Rs. 5.0 lacs (Rupees 
five lacs) to be given by the 1st Party-Management to him 
in lieu of or as back wages. 

16. Award is passed accordingly. 

J. SRJVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 25th November, 2010 

S. 0. 3098.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 29/2009) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Nagpur now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of The Plant Head ACC Ltd. and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 25-11-2010. 


[ No. L-29012/8/2009-IR (M) j 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI J. P CHAND, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CGIT-CUM-LABOUR COURT, NAGPUR 

Case No. CGIT/NGP/29/2009 


Date: 25-10-2010 

Petitioner/ : ShriRamuBudhaji Katre, 

Party No. 1 Ward No. 4, Near Gajanan Mandir. 

Ghugus, Chandrapur (M. S.) 

Versus 


Respondent/ : l. The Plant Head, 

Party No.2 ACC Ltd., Post: Cement Nagar, 

Chandrapur (M. S.), and 

2. M/s. S.D. Thakre, 

Contractor, ACC Ltd., 

Post: Cement Nagar, Chandrapur. 

AWARD 


(Dated: 25 th October, 2010) 


Head, ACC Ltd., Chandrapur and its employee, Shri Ramu 
Budhaji Katre vide order No. L-29012/8/2009-IR (M) dated 
28-08-2009 with die following schedule: 

“Whether die action of the management of M/s ACC 
Cement Ltd., in temrinating the services of Shri Ramu 
£afart,% Mazdoor orally through the Contractor 
(M/s S. D. Ttiakre) is legal and justified? What relief the 
workman is entitled toT’ 


2. On receipt of the reference, notion wore sent to 
the workman, Shri Ramu Katare, the Rant Head, ACC Ltd., 
Cement Nagar, Chandrapur and M/s S. D. Thakre, ACC 
Contractor. The workman was directed in the notice to file 
the statement of claim. However, the workman did not 
appear before the Tribunal md did not file any statement 
of claim. The respondents (management of ACC and the 
contractor) filed the xerox copies of the application filed 
by the workman tor settlement of the dispute, the copies 
of the memorandum of settlement arrived at, by the 
workman am! the contractor, and the application to dispose 
of the dispute accordingly./vs the parties did not appear 
before the Tribunal, the ease c *s dosed and kept reserve 
forAward. 

3 . In view of the <to3e&.iani$ filed by the management 
of ACC Ltd. and the contractor, i* is htki dial the action of 
the management of M/s ACC Ltd. in terminating the 
services of Shri Ramu Kata re. Mazdoor orally through the 
contractor (M/s S. D. Thakie) is legal and justified. 
However, the workman is entitled to get a lump sum amount 
of Rs. 12,000 towards full and final settlement and the 
other benefits as mentioned in the copy of the memorandum 
of settlement. The copy of the memorandum of settlement, 
copy of the application of the workman and the copy of 
the money receipt granted by the workman, in regard to 
receipt of cash of Rs. 12,000 be made part of die award. 

J. P. CHAND, Presiding Officer 

M- 25 2010 
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ftmr. ?tf^r 


Tliis is a reference made by the Central Government 
in exercise of the power conferred by clause (d) of Sub¬ 
section (1) and Sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) for adjudication 
of the Industrial dispute between the employer, the Plant 


New Delhi, Uic 25th November, 20 a) 

S. O. 3099.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), die Central 
Government hereby publishes hie award (Ref. No. 13/2004)' 
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of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Kota now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of JHinder Kumar S/o Shri Raghuvans 
Singh and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 25-11 -2010 

[ No. L-29012/55/2004-ER(M)] 

JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 

■qra i iftyi al#ni 

: sft. 13/04 

R^**nfW: 6-12-04 

3Rf»r: *m mm, sra mmu M Rrft ^ wit 

[T^T-29012/55/2004 (af#HR)] 0*H)R. 8-11-04 

rnfei/ftwn awfn m io( 1 X^) 

afail fi re. ft w rc arfafcm, 1947 

m ms wft mM , 

wrft, 

— Wft 9lfrW> 

4 (^ftST) TPPF* 

fadl 

—aun4f Mu* 

3IT*ff sfw m\ zfc ^ ufftfafa : 9ft TT^, 

mw\ fmtmm aftr ^ : 9ft 3E^. ymf 

w. TO T W E 
(«ntft«t») 

: 13-10-2010 

stftaRnrfai 

ms mm, 9R si fwft sro w 
yraffoE ^7i/3if^^n 8 / 11/04 ^ nfrft Rr 

f^T/f^K, fiwrc arfaPm, 1947 m 10 
(i)(q) ^ arenfa w atfferf ^ N gf 

mu $ 1 

“Whether the action of the management of M/s 
Associated Stone Industries Ltd., Ramaganj Mandi 
Distt. Kota (Raj.) in terminating the services of the 
workman Sh. Jitendra Kumar S/o Sh. Raghuvansh 


Singh w.e.f. 01/03/2004 is legal & justified ? If not, 
to what relief the workman is entitled to and from 
which date ? 

2. 'ft* 3JP?f iftft <sw<f-a 

^ T^TT ^ ^TRt Trift fm 3lX 

3 sppft-sn^t aifwRi Tpft 1 Tiwf 

#t ^ 3m TRdffT f^TT mu \ 

3. wft rtf ms mvft R. 3-2-2011 

Snt f*m «ft, Rv§ 3TT3T RW TH*ft 9lfW Wt sfcpfft yfafafa 
% itm sm titsRt-RS ^ mu 31*33 mi 
fs&s f*m Rr wsrcF ^ mm stm -<imm«i *ft 
tHR hRr Sfati UW 3TTTOt IF#TFTT R^fT ^ 

farc*£ im 3n*fl m\ adrift sro ^ ^ 9>i iw ^re^A-ri 
wk 35,000 ^fth mi m Rqr t ^ ^ 
wu m f^piT t, ^Tri*r ^ a^ aim) ^ ^ 

wm ♦, astir: adpr i\ mi wtrft ^ mim m 

Wi 9BT adRw yq ^ fH^ ?T R q i 1 

niMf ^ mi adnr 

1 wqgRf ^ ^ 

itmi adrrcft ^ ^ $ 

afo aw wn adift m$ mrtmft ^ t 1 srt: 

ifSHift ^ adrvrc m wtifmt 
adRR'Tffa mi vm Rn i 1 

adfidfr^ adm ftdW) 13-10-10 wrar 

"^TFIT 'W wkihi^ teqiHi 

^ I 

argrmi Trqf, wranftTi 
^Rc#, 25 ^WT,2010 

w. 3TT. 3100.— al i tiifiwt aiRfwi 1947 (1947 

14) "^ft 17 ^ adJWT fK4»K TfST 
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wnr adfkRRTFT/«iT -mmu, m&K m 

mmz wit 180/2000) ^ u+ifvM wt i -aft 

25-11-2010 ^ TITRT ^adT «IT I 

[U 29011/12/2000-adl^ 3TR (^01 

(tblR aWT 'Hp^^ 

New Delhi, the 25th November, 2010 

S, O. 3100.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 180/ 
2000) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Dhanbad now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
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the management of Rajmahal Quartz Sand & Kaolin Co. 
and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 25-11-2010 

[ No. L-29011/12/2000-IR(M)] 

JOHAN TOPNO, Undo-Secy. 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1 AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT Shri H. M. Singh, Presiding Officer 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10(1) (d) of the I.D. Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 180 of 2000 

Parties: Employers in relation to the management of 
Rajmahal Quartz Sand & Kaolin Co. and their workman. 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the workmen : None 

On behalf of the employers: Mr. B. B. Pandey, 

Advocate 

State: Jharkhand Industry: Quartz and 

Sand. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 2-9-10 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them under Section 
10(l)(d) of the I.D. Act, 1947 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order 
No. L-29011/12/2000/IR (M), dated the 31st May, 
2000. 


SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of 
M/s. Rajmahal Quartz Sand and Kaolin Co. in 
declaring lock-out w.e.f. 6-7-99 resulting in non¬ 
employment of 175 workers is justified ? If not, to 
what relief the workmen are entitled ?” 

2. In this case neither the concerned workmen 
appeared nor filed their Written Statement in spite of the 
issuance of Registered Notice to them. Management, 
however, made appearances through their authorised 
representative. This reference is of the year 2000. Since 
the concerned workmen neither appeared nor filed the 
W. S. inspite of the issuance of notice, a ‘No dispute’ 
Award is passed in this case presuming non-existence of 
any industrial dispute between the parties. 

H. M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 


26 T5P3R, 2010 

^r. 3TT. 3101,— 4RM*l«bfa3[R 1947 ( 1947 

14) ^ m 17 ^ 3T^RT7T 4 afafa 1 ^ ?FR ^cl cfcrc 
^ WTTt 4lT 

hm tor ^ trtz 

(FM4t£TT 143/99) 1 f 4) w<m 

16-11-2010 ^ TfTRT £JT I 

[4. t^-42012/1/99-^ m (Trrr) ] 

4m mi isfcpt 

New Delhi, the 26th November, 2010 

S. O. 3101.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 
143/99) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Dhanbad now as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Central Warehousing Corporation 
and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 16-11-2010 


[ No. L-42012/1/99-IR (M)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
NO. 1 AT DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference U/s. 10 (lXdX2A) of 1. D. Act 
Reference No. 143 of 1999 

Parties: Employers in relation to the management of Central 
Warehousing Corporation. 

AND 


Their Workmen 


Present : Shri H. M. Prasad, Presiding Officer 

APPEARANCES: 


For the Employers 
For the Workmen 
For the Contracters 
State: Bihar. 

Dated 


Shri D. K. Verma, Advocate 

None 

None 

Industry: Warehousing. 

- 2010 . 


AWARD 

By order N L-42012/l/99/IR(M) Dated 8-6-1999 
the Central Government in the Ministry of Labour has 
referred in exea 3 of the powers conferred by clause (d) 
of Sub-section ( md Sub-sec. (2A) of Section 10 of the 
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Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, referred the following dispute 
for adjudication to this Tribunal:— 

“Whether Shri Parmanand Roy & 64 others (List 
enclosed) can claim themselves as workmen of Central 
Warehousing Corporation, Patna. If yes, whether the action 
of the management of C. W. C. Patna in not engaging them 
from 16-6-1995 is justified ? If not, to what relief the workmen 
are entitled to?” 

On 15-4-2010 was fixed for adducing evidence by 
the management and the witness was present but none 
was present on behalf of the workmen and contractor. 
Inspite of giving several dates none was pres ait on behalf 
of the workmen. Registered notice was also sent but 
without any effect. This is of the year 1999. 

In such circumstance, it seems that neither the 
workmen nor the contractor is interested to contest the 
case. 

Accordingly, a ‘No Dispute’Award is made in this 

case. 

H. M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 
30 W*R, 2010 

tUT, 3tT, 3102,—faFKFHT 31FRR Id facts [^T 
4’ Tte wm 12,557 ^ 

3RTR 7*TFRT ^ FT TftfSm) 4 

cbdd l fi 3tfatWT, 1952 (1952 

19) (jm ^ ^ ^ ^ 

tJRf 17 ^ ^T-^RT ( 1) ^ 13FT (^) ^ 3fcFfcT ^ 
37T^7f 1*641 ^ I 

2. "stefa RRFR ^ R<T 4f, SITTER ^ ^ #1 4* 

vSH^'Ki ^ ^fq«H firfil-frERT *TRT 6 

ri' ftrfM f te ^RT 4, ^ fdR 

i afo mi arfafim, 

fulfil #3R1, 1952 

^ 3RRfa W^] F??R TO ^ 

3Pt Rf*P*T f¥ri- y riiafi ^TT 41RTF 

133TT£ t I 

3. 3RT:, 3Rf 3TMWT *TRf 17 ^ ^ **RT 
(1) ^ Tgvs (^F) ^RT TlfsRPff TETRI *RT^ ]RT 

WJ 4 WT-7RRT TR TFcfT3R2rifH '4^4 *K«hR 

SRIcftarftRJ^TT <FF01-05-1992 

RRHf ^ ^ 3TRIR R ^ KR Wt t I 

[-R ip-35015/15/2010-T£P$T-n] 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 2010 

S. O. 3102.—Whereas M/s Bihar Sponge Iron 
Limited [under Code No. JH/12557 in SRO, Jamshedpur 


Region] (hereinafter referred to as the establishment) has 
applied for exemption under clause (a) of sub-section (1) 
of section 17 of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 ( 19 of 1952) 
(hereinafter referred to as the Act). 

2. And whereas in the opinion of the Central 
Government, the rules of the providoit fund of the said 
establishment with respect to the rates of contribution are 
not less favourable to employees therein than those 
specified in section 6 of the said Act and the employees 
are also in enjoyment of other provident hind benefits 
provided under the said Act or under the Employees’ 
Provident Funds Scheme, 1952 (hereinafter referred to as 
the Scheme) in relation to the employees in any other 
establishment of similar character. 

3. Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 17 of the said 
Act and subject to the conditions specified in this regard 
from time to time, the Central Government, hereby, exempts 
the said establishment from the operation of all the 
provisions of the said Scheme with effect from 01-05-1992 
until further notification. 

[No. S-35015/15-2010-SS-H] 
S. D. XAVIER, Under Secy. 

6 2010 

1FT.3TT, 3103,—9ft T\ 

29 - 11-2010 (f/n) ^ Tzvm afhrtftrer 

3TR -4N'I(H4, ^ mWhAh 

3tf*RTRt 24-05-2015 

<R7 3?SR1T 3FT^ 3TT^ft 7FF, R) 4) RFct ft, $ I 

[ WIT 11016/8/2009-'fih3^RR-II ] 
RRRRR, 3RR RfRR 
New Delhi, the 6th Decemba, 2010 

S. O. 3103.—The President is pleased to appoint 
Shri D. Sreevallabhan as Presiding Officer of the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, 
Emakulam w.e.f. 29-11 -2010 (F/N) for a period upto 24-05- 
2015 i.e. till attaining the age of 65 years or until further 
orders, whichever is earlier. 

[No. A-l 1016/08/2009-CLS-D] 
P. K. TAMRAKAR, Under Secy. 

6 fiRT^R, 2010 

rjTT.3R. 3104—(^H) Pcifn^, 
Tjof (^rf sfo fi* wn trqr^/5285 ^ 3RFfa) (^t4 
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Stfft WTTf ft F7ft ftftftcl) ft W* 

yftM tcrrI 1952 ( 1952 ^1 19) (^Rft’wft 

atfftfWT ft TFR ft ftftftfl) ftt 9KT 17 ftt ^T-^RT 
(1) ft 13^ (^) ft SRRfa VfTO T&&K £RT TRR ftl ^ 
ft) 'titft ft font, 3fl44,"’l [ft *u *7T I 

2. fti ftdlft 12-07-1971 fttstftHJ^n 
ft. 11 (1 )/70/ftft??>. II SRT^RT SlfftfftRE ftt «IKH7 (1) 
(*?) ft 3ftpfa 12-07-1971 ft ^ KB RRft W ft 

ft 3ifER^n ychiHfM ftt M ft i 

3. m W RRFR ft WTB ft ft RT(T 3Tl3 t fft 
WBlft 01-08-2005 ftsrrft^srRfftr^ftitraTR* 
3hft ftif «t>i4<ticiiM ^nff 3R Tift $ I 

4. 3m:3^’3^T3TftltWT^«im 17ftt^T*IRT(4) 

fJRT Tt^cT Ylfftlft ^T yftlu 3ift 7R3FR 

T*tTW ft) JPfFT ft) ^2 ft) 01-08-2010 ft RRcf) t I 

[ft T^-35017/05/2010-RRt^-n] 
RR ft W, 

New Delhi, the 6th December, 2010 

5. O. 3104.—Whereas M/s Mather & Platt (India) 
Limited, Pune [under Code No. MH/5285 Pune Region] 
(hereinafter referred to as the establishment) has applied 
for cancellation of exemption granted by Government of 
India under clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 17 of 
the Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous 
Provision Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) (hereinafter referred to as 
the Act); 

2. Whereas a notification No. 11 (l)/70/PF-II dated 
12-07-1971 granting exemption w.e.f. 12-07-1971 under 
section 17 (l)(a) of the said Act to the said establishment 
was published in the Gazette of India; 

3. And whereas the establishment has now 
surrendered its exemption with effect from 01-08-2005 and 
it is no longer carrying on any activity; 

4. Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (4) of section 17 of the said Act the Central 
Government hereby cancels the exemption granted to the 
said establishment with effect from the 01 -08-2010. 

[No. S-3 5017/05/2010-SS-II] 

S.K.VERMA, Director 
ftftrft), 6 ft'RRR, 2010 

w.atr. 3105 .—ftnft f^kr ft 

ftfe ■hVs'HI : 5fh4/4l’Sl/21007 ft ftcRftl) ( ^4 tfRlft 39d*tl 


WB1 ft FR ft ftft%) 4 ftftR fftft ftft 

srfftfftTO, 1952 (1952 19) (W# WTcT 

StfaffttR ^ ^ ft ftftftfl) ft) m 17 ft) tjRT ( 1) ft 
tSJ'J'S (3?) ft 3(a4n ft firlR 304<H fftRT qi | 

2. WiK ft RcT ft, 3T9KB ft) ft ftftl 4 

friffr-fftRI 333 3tMwr ft) riTCT 6 ft 

fqPiR^ Pi94)’ «fft gcin "4 <?>4-euR4[ ft Ibr qrq ^h^ki ^ i? 
sffc ^ srfftfWT 3REP <+>4rilfl fftft ftiRl, 

1952 (W^ TR^ ^RRT ft^HI ftftftt) ft 

w^] 3pt 4 +4^iR4f ^ #14 <$ 

^nat 3Rq fqRj yyRrdTSTf qq 4t BT9 33T T# t I 

3. 3RT: 3R ^Rf ^RF 17 ^ ^RT ( 1 ) 

^ <a u s (ar) ski y^ri Tif^tRit R5T trtW rr 4 ^ ft 

RTR-RRq T^ TBf ^ 3TSq#T, HWR 3'9^ 

FTO ^7t 3PTeft 3 tRrj^TT cRF 7 01-04-1996 ft ^RT ftto 
^ Rft) ^ RRB ft ^ wa Tift ft I 

[ft. W-35015/42/2009-WR-II ] 

TRT. ft. Rft, 

New Delhi, the 6th December, 2010 

S. O. 3105.—Whereas M/s L & T Chiyoda [under 
Code No. GJ/BD/21007 in Gujarat Region] (hereinafter 
referred to as the establishment) has applied for 
exemption under clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 
17 of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous 
Provision Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) (hereinafter referred to 
as the Act); 

2. And whereas in the opinion of the Central 
Government, the rules of the provident fund of the said 
establishment with respect to the rates of contribution are 
not less favourable to employees therein than those 
specified in section 6 of the said Act and the employees 
are also in enjoyment of other provident fund benefits 
provided under the said Act or under the Employees’ 
Provident Funds Scheme, 1952 (hereinafter referred to as 
the Scheme) in relation to the employees in any other 
establishment of similar character. 

3. Now, therefore, in exerciseof the powers conferred 
by clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 17 of the said 
Act and subject to the conditions specified in this regard 
from time to time, the Central Government, hereby, exempts 
the said establishment from the operation of all the 
provisions of the Scheme with effect from 01-04-1996 until 
further notification. 

[ No. S-35015/42/2009- S S-II ] 
S. K. VERMA, Director 
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